* «a. 


p 5 X OS" < 


WE 


= - s 4 V 3 wt? 
| n 4 0 * 
2 LY \ 
N pe 4 o 
1 * - 4 — 


The Scripture Doctrine of the Deity of the Son 5 * 7 
4 Hol v SPIRIT, WOE | HE — 
IN TWO 5 4 


8 E R M O N S A 


. 


un 24, and APRIL 21, 1765. 


Occafioned by a Pamphlet, e entitled An Attempt to 
reſtore the Supreme Worſhip of Gop the Father A- 
mighty, By Gn WILLIAMS, a Livery-Servant, 


TOGETHER WITH SOME 


Animadverſions on the Preface 
To the Second Edition of that Performance, 


By *. A. O. 2 Sh O. A. D. 


By CALEB EVANS. G 


The THIRD EDITION. 


 Baptizing them in the NAME of the FATE, and 
of the Sox, and of theHoLy GrosT, Matt, xxviii. 19. 


Canſt thou by ſearching find out Go ? canſt thou find out 
the ALMIGHTY unto Perfection? Job xi. 7, 


BRISTOL: = 

Printed and ſold by S. Fax LEV, in Caſtle- Green, 1766. | 3 
Sold alſo by J. Bucxtaxo, in Pater-nefter-Row, = 
and G. Xe1TH, in Gracechurch-flreet, London, "= 


— 


1 
„ . 


[Price Ons SKILLING, J >”. 4 


Pf: $$ 
\ ; 


2 
T5 
—— 


t X 8 1 
GERT 
1 = 


Tu following plain diſcourſes, were 

drawn up without the moſt diſtant view 
of their publication. They were deſign'd on- 
ly for the uſe of the congregation to whom 
they were. deliver d. Nor would any ſolici- 
tations have prevail'd upon me to make 
them more public, had not a ſecond edition 
of the Liveryman's pamphlet, been pub- 
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liſh'd patroniz d and ſtrongly recom- 


mended, by the gentlemap who is pleas'd 
to ſtyle himſelf T. A. O. T. C. O. A. D. 
Tho? even then, till I found every method 
was taken to ſpread this book amongſt all 
ſorts of people, and that the prefacer and 
patron of it was very active in ſpreading it 
| particularly here, T had no thoughts of ap- 
pearing in public againſt it. But this 
rous'd me. And I could now no longer, with 
a good conſcience, venture to remain ſilent. 
What I plead for appears to me important 
truth: whilſt J cannot therefore but regret 
A 2 


(iv) | 
the prevalence of what is oppoſite to it, 
I am bound to do all I can in my narrow 
ſphere, to prevent its further progreſs. And 
it is my earneſt prayer, that what is here 
offer d may have this happy effect! 


The ſermons are printed, ub very little 
variation, as they were firſt compos'd ; ex- 
cept the addition of a few notes that ſeem'd 
neceſſary to elucidate ſome parts of the 
ſubject. To have further enlarg'd the 
plan and attempted any thing more elabo- 
rate, it was thought was unneceſſary, and 
might perhaps be leſs familiar and uſeful 
than the preſent performance. 


As it was long after theſe diſcourſes were 
preached that the ſecond edition of the 
Liveryman's Attempt was publiſh'd, no no- 
tice is taken in. them of the extraordinary 
preface with which this edition of that no- 
table work is introduc d. Some animad- 
verſions upon which I ſhall therefore here 
fabjoin, | 5 


{ * dy | 
ſelf T. A. O. T. C. O. A. D. 5 His reaſon 
for aſſuming ſuch à pompous title, I pre- 
tend not to enquire. into; but for the ſa- 
tisfaction of thoſe of my readers who may 
not be much vers'd in the ſcience of inĩ- 
tials, I think it proper to inform them that 
this long liſt of capitals decypher'd, pre- 
ſents to us T. he A. uthor O. f T. he C. on- 
verſion O. f A. D. ei. Or the Rev. Mr. 
Harwood, who is the author of a pamphlet 
that goes under this name. Some little 
elliptical impropriety however there cer- 
tainly is in his aſſuming this title, as he 
was not the author of the Dei/f*s conver/ion, 
but only of an account of it. And he ſhould. 
therefore have made his diploma a little 
longer, to have been quite conſiſtent, and 
have ſtyled himſelf T. A. O. A. A. O. T. 
C. O. A. D. But whatever objections may 
lie againſt the title of the prefacer, there 
are much greater againſt the preface ĩtſelf. 


It begins with florid declamations upon 
the unity of Gop. And yet the very book 


(vi) 

it recommends, in expreſs terms eontradicts 
: 1 and aſſerts that there 
are two Goss, a ſupreme and a ſubordinate 
one. We are told moreover that the unity 
of Gop was revealed to the Jews, 10 %- 
- ture them from the polytheiſm and idolatry of 
the Pagan; which (according to this au- 
thor's own account of it) was not the deny- 
ing the ſupremacy of ons Gop, but admit- 
ting ©* @ plurality of Jubordinate Doities." 
And yet /uch a plurality of Deities, -even 


one ſupreme and at leaſt one ſubordinate, 


is afterwards ſtrongly contended for by the 
very man this prefacer patronizes. Is not 


this groſly inconſiſtent ? I am willing to ** reſt | 


the appeal with a Turk, Ry Co 
hee, n 


fengle paſſage in all the old teſtament that gives 
its readers even the moſt diſtant intimation of 
three coegual Gons,” I would obſerve, that 
no one” pleads for this doctrine; as this 
writer well knows, notwithſtanding he ſo 
«conſtantly ſpeaks of the Abangſiaus as 


"Is to what is cid chat 5c there is not a2 


| 
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maintaining it. The Athangfans uniformly 
plead, that tho* there are what we call zbree- 
perſons in the Godhead, yet that there is but 
one Gov. Whilſt the 4rians do fully allow 
of tauo Gods, a ſupreme and a fubordinate 
one. Now of this latter doctrine there is not 
am ſure the moſt diſtant intimation in all 
the old or new teſtament either. Zut that 
both the old and new teſtament do ſpeak of 
the Sow and Srixir in ſuch a manner, as 
to oblige us either to allow there are more 
Gods than one contrary to expreſs fcrip- 
ture, or that the Son and Sy1rrT tho? diſ- 
tinct as to perſon and office, yet are as to ; 
their divine nature and eſſenee one with the 
FATHER, can be, and I hope in the fol- 
lowing diſcourſes is made moſt fully to ap- 
pear. | | 


We are told however that . 2he grand raa- 
fon of the Jews rejecbion of the goſpel is the 
athanafian impiety of three Got; tho' as I 
have juſt obſerv'd no ſuch impiety exiſts. 
But ſuppoſing the athanafian impiety to be 
what our prefacer calls it, and ſuppoſing it 


(v. 


was to be univerſally rejected; would not 


the arian impiety of two Gods, a ſuperior 


and inferior one both objects of religious 


worſhip, be as grand a reaſon why the Jews 
ſhould reje& the goſpel, as the atbanaſan 
impiety? Eſpecially as this arian impiety 
fo exactly coincides with the pagan doctrine, 
againſt which the Jesus are ſo particularly 
caution'd It follows, 7 once aſked a 
Few, of diftinguiſhed" erudition' and intelli- 
gence, who had read ſome of the beſt chriſtian 
Authors, the reaſon of his diſbelief of the chriſ- 
tian revelation. Becauſe, the Chriſtians, be 
immediately amber d, worſhip more Gods by 
two, than we Fews do, and our religion 
teaches us to do. But would this Few have 
been made a believer if he had been in- 


form'd that Chriſtianity taught us only to 


worſhip two Gods, one ſupreme and one 
ſubordinate ? Our prefacer adds, . They 
Stumble at the very gate of Chriſtianity. They 
| find ax unſurmountable obtacte to obfirud? their 
Fr entrance. This ſuppos'd dottrine of three 
con-ſubſtantial, coeternal, coeſſential, Btings, 
diſguſts and fhocks them, rivets their incredulity, 


(it) 

and cauſes them to turn away from our divine 
religion avith averſion and horror.” But why 
ſhould this diſguſt and ſhock them, &c. any 
more than the notion of an ꝝncreated and a 
created God, which are both objeQs of reli- 
gious worſhip? Tis: this notion which moſt 
agrees with the 4eatben mythology, from 
which the Jews were always taught to turn 
away with averſion and horror. But tho” 
this gentleman tells us the athanafian im- 
piety is “the grand reaſon why the Jeaus re- 
je# Chriſtianity,” I believe there are many, 
of his own /entiments as to the point con- 
tended for, who yet in this concerning the 
Jews, will rather ſmile at the conceit, than 
aſſent to it as a truth. Mr. Harwood may 
himſelf believe it is as he repreſents it; but 
moſt others will I am perſuaded. be fully of 

opinion, that the grand reaſon why the 
Jews rejet Chriſtianity, is becauſe they 
lock upon the perſon we call Jesus 
Cnr1sT (without any regard to what is 
ſaid of his divine nature) to have been an 
impoſtor and not the true Meſſiah. And 
accordingly whenever they ſpeak of Jesus 
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(x) 
with freedom, it is in terms of reproach and, 
contempt. But ſuppoſe. what is called the 
athanafian"impiety, really was ge grand 
reaſon why the Jews rejet Chriſtianity, the. 
doctrine which diſanſts and ſhocks tbem, &Cc. 
—muſt we upon this account reject it? Or 
ſuppoſe Caſaubon was to prove (ſee p. 3d of 
the preface) “ that this doctrine prevented 
more people from embrating the chriſttan faith. 
than any other thing he knew,” — muſt we 
therefore give it up ? Who does not know 
that the preaching of CHRIS＋Tf crucified, 
was to the Jews of old a ſtumbling block, 
and to the proud Greets fooliſhneſs ? But 
did the apofiles upon this -account refrain 
from preaching this doctrine? No; but 
Paul particularly exclaims with a holy vehe- 
mence, “ God forbid that 1 ſhould glory ave 
ia the eros of our Lox D Jecus CHRIST!“ 
And their united voice concerning this doc- 
tr ine was, + © ave preach CHRIST crucified.” 
This is the doQtrine, which however it may be 
derided and contemned, we preach and ate 
determin'd to preach. —If the arhanafian 
impiety as it is tyPd, be not a ſcripture 


* Gal, vi. 14. + #8 Cor. i. 23. 


(=) 
doctiine, let it be rejected; but if it be, 
the ayerſion of the J or of all the world, 
can be no reaſon why it ſhould be caneell'd. 
And ſuppoſing their averſion to it as great 
as is repreſented, (tho* I believe few of 
them know any thing of it) yet the doctrine 
may be nevertheleſs very true and very im- 
portant. Their averſion to it, I am ſure 
does not prove it otherwiſe. ' So that all 
that is ſo floridly faid about the Jews, after 
giving it its full ſcope, appears to be at beſt 
only much ado about NOTHING. Or if 
it proves any thing it is this; — becauſe the 
Jerus are diſguſted at the arhanafian impi- 
ety, if you deſire their converſion, you muſt 
give up this obnoxious doctrine. And upon 
the ſame plan we may effeQually prove, 
that in order to make Chriftians of the Jews, 
(riſum teneatis amici!) we muſt ourſelves 
give up Chriſtianity, For it is well known 
that the moſt diſtinguiſhing part of Chriſ- 
tianity, ſalvation by the death of CHRIST, is 
a dreadſul ſtumbling block in their way; 
which upon the principle laid down we 
mult therefore ſet aſide: as many indeed 
B 2 
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have done. But whether this is not Zerray- 
ing Chriſtianity rather than promoting it, I 
leave every ſerious man e to 
judge. 


Our prefacer further obſerves, ** Our blefſed 
Lok Þ ſealed this cardinal truth, the ſupremacy 
of ONE Gop, with his. divine ſanction. 
And ſo he did this cardinal truth, Jan 
my father are one. But © there are above an 
hundred paſſages in which he declares the great 
Go /ent him. And what if there were two 
or three hundred ſuch-paſſages ? Who calls 
this in queſtion ? But what then? Does this 
prove that his humiliation was not volun- 
tary, or that he was not of the ſame divine 
nature and eſſence with his Father ? The 
inſpir'd apoſtles moreover, we are told, deliver 
the plaineſt declarations on this Bead, calling 
the ſupreme Being the GOD and Father of our 
Loa p Jesus CHRIST, and afjerting that— 
to chriſtians there is but one Gop.” And 
who denies it? But do not theſe inſpir'd 
apoſtles tell us alſo in the plaineſt manner, 
that + ** in the beginning «vas #he Word, and 


* John X. 30. t John 1. 1. 


(A 
the Word was with Gop, and the Word ua: 
Gop ?” And that * © great is the myſtery of 
godlineſs, GOD was manife/t in the fleſh?" And 
tho' by one means or other, I pretend not 
to ſay what, many have obſcur'd this great 
truth, yet nothing ſcarcely in the divine 
volume to me appears plainer, than that 
there are three who bear record in Heaven, 
the FaTHER, the WorD, and the Hor 
Gnos r, and that theſe three are as to their 
divine nature and eſſence ons. And of 


this, I am as willing as Mr. Harwood can 


be, to reſt the appeal with any impartial 
and intelligent perſon ; tho? after every ap- 
peal, it is the duty of all to judge for them- 
ſelves, that they may be fully perſuaded in 
their own minds. 


We are next told, Dr. Chandler aſted 
Job the African, when be was in England, 
after having perus'd the new teſtament in ara- 
bic, how many Gods he found taught in that 
book ? He anſwered ONE Gov! ONE 
great good GOD!” But to what purpoſe 


®* x Tim, iii. 16. 
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this ſtory is introduc'd, 'tis difficult to ſay. 
If the arabic verſion of the new teftament 
which Job. read, was in ſubſtance the ſame 
with our common verſions, and he under- 
ſtood what he rend; 1 believe every one 
would have been greatly ſutpriz'd had he 
given any other anſwer than he did. For 
it 1s becauſe the ſcriptures ſo expreſsly aſſert 
that there is but ON E Gov, that we Atba- 
naſians as we are calPd, cannot fall in with 
the arian principle of a ſupreme and ſubor- 
dinate Gop. And I ſhould be glad to 
know, if, as George Williams poſiti vely aſ- 
ſures us, (ſee p. 7 of the ſecond edition of 
the attempt) the ſcripture every where de- 
clares, that the Far HER only is the ſupreme © 
Go, and the Sox an inferior Gob, how it 
came to paſs Job the African did not find 
this out ? Surely he was a dunce not to 
find out what the ſcripture every where de- 
clares! Aud yet if he had found this out, 
he would not have anſwer'd as he did, but 
would have rather faid ;—two-GODS! 
ONE great good GOD! and one little 


inferior Gop ! ! * 


{ xy); 
But we are further inform'd that © our Sa- 
viour in the plaing terms afures us, that BE. 
was the mcenger of GOD, that he RECEIVED 
HIS LIFE. from the Father, that the dactrines 
be taught were not n IS, but. the Fa THEN, 
abb s EN bim, that he came nct to do B18 
owN will, but the wwill of God, that all 
power was GIVEN to bin in heaven and 
earth.” All which is juſt as much to the 
purpoſe as the preceding, ſtory, of Job the 
African, If it had been otherwiſe than is 
repreſented, wherein would the concur- 
rence and love of the Father have appear'd 
in the work of redemption ? Or wherein 
could the Loa D Jas us have performed any 
meritorious act of Humiliation and obedience ? 
That the Sor received his human nature 
from the Father, and that as mediator he 
was /ent by the Father, &c. is moſt readily 
acknowledg'd. The purport of which is, 
as the apoſtle Paul expreſſes it, © be up. 
HIMSEBLP of no reputation, TOOK upon him 
te form e a ſervant, BUMBLED HIMSELF, 
au BECAME obedient unto death.” But are 
we upon this account to deny his Deity ? 


* Ph.l.ii, 7, 8. 


| (*) 
Or rather, ought we not to admire his ama- 
zing humility, in that tho' he was in the 
form of God, he took voluntarily and freely 
took upon himſelf, for the ſake of guilty fin- 
ners of the human race, the form of a ſer- 
want ? If he had not been ent by the Fa- 
ther, &c. how could he have done this? 
And if he had not been of one nature with 
the Father, ſo as to be under no previous 


obligations without his own voluntary con- 


ſent, wherein would have been any Sumilia- 
tion or merit in his doing it? And tho' we 
afterwards read of Gop's exalting him, yet 
itis in conſequence of his humiliation, and 
muſt be underſtood therefore as referring 
not to an exaltation of nature, but only as 

mediator and the head and repreſentative 
of all true believers. In which view, his 
exaltation is to be conſider'd as an example 
and earneſt, of the exaltation of all his 
faithful diſciples and followers.— And why 
thoſe things which are evidently ſpoken of 
Cnx1sT as man and mediator, ſhould be 
confounded with what is ſpoken of him as 
to his original and divine nature, I know 


CES a 
nat ; unleſs it be on purpoſe to perplex and 
render unintelligible, what would other- 
wiſe be as clear and plain, as it is poſſible. 
* Pati 5 


What follows, I frooly confole, aſtoniſhes 
and ſhocks me. ** Relieve the holy Jas vs to 
be the ſame individual being with God. the 
Father, and you believe ſays our prefacer, the 
following cur1Q51T188. That the Father is 
the Son, and the Sor the Father : that the So 
is as old as his Father, and the Father uo older 
thaw his Son © that a woman brought forth. 
Gop Almighty : that the Fews killed Gon Al. 
mighty ; that the bleſſed Gor, one of whoſe 
efential attributes is immutability, was changed 
and modifed ini a an infant: that the king eternal 
and immortal became mortal, bled and died: 
that Jesus CHRIST when be prayed on earth 
as be often did, frayed to himfelf 5 that 
CH&1$T,quho according to theVULGAR NOT I- 
ON, made jatisfaRion, made ſatisfattionto himſelf: 
that he who now is our mediator mediates with 
himſelf : and that he wwho now. fits at the right 
hand of Gon fits on the right hand of himſelf ! 
C 


(i) 
1 own I can never think of theſe things without 
:borror.” And L own, I can never-read ſuch 
things without the greateſt horror, and I 
will add, pity and concern for the writer of 
them. What ideas tha fiber may affix 
to the terms © the ſame individual being I 
cannot ſay : but that the holy Js8vs is eſſen- 
tially one with his Father as to his divine 
nature, tho? diſtinct as to perſon and office, 
I moſt firmly believe; and yet appre- 
hend I do not believe any cus iOs1T1ES, 
but ſuch as are molt evidently contain'd in 
the holy ſcriptures. According to this 
writer, I believe that tbe FATHER ii the 
Son, and the Son the Far HER“; but take 
the liberty to ſay I believe juſt. the reverſe, 
that the Far HA is not the Son, nor the 
Sox the Far REER; and yet that the Sow 
and Far ER are poſſeſs d of one and the 
ſame divine nature. And is this ſuch a 
laughable curioſity as is made of it ? I might 
aſk this writer; do you believe your ſon to 
be of the ſame nature (1. e. human) with 
yourſelf ? And. do you becauſe of this, be- 
lieve therefore that your ſen is his father, 


and that you his [father are alſo - bis./on 2 .I 
ſuppoſe you can tell better how. to diſtin- 
guiſh, than to run into this inexplicable 
confißom, and admit of this . unintelligible 
Jargon concerning this caſe. And ſo you 
might if you would, concerning the Di- 
VIX E FaTHER and his Sox. — But another 
curioſity the Athanafians, are ſaid to believe 
is *;hat the Son is. as old as his Father, and the 
Father no alder than his Son,” To which I 
would reply.;—if the natural idea of a ſon, 
is that he fully partakes of the ſame nature 
with his father, then may we naturally ſup- 
poſe when CHRIST is ſpoken of under the 
peculiar terms of the * ** only-begotten Son of 
60 D', it is ſuggeſted to us he is fully of 
the ſame nature with his DiVIN E FaTHesR. 
And if neceſſary eternal exiſtence be eſſen- 
tial to the divine nature, this muſt belong to 
the Sox as well as the FATHER. And con- 
ſequently, what is ſaid of the one being as 
old and no older than the other, which are 
relative ideas that belong only to finite 
creatures, is ludicrous rather than ſolid, 
and more adapted to confound the ſimple. 
* John i. 14. 18. C.2 
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than to comvinee the ſerious enqtirer. In 
every mile tüken from human things, by 


which divine things are Mhuſtrated, who 
does not know there will always be a great 


diſparity : and that without allowing for 


fſabje run into the groſſeſt abfurdities ? 


As particularly when human organs and 
paſſions are attributed, by way of ſtile, to 
the great God. The next curiofity is, 
ie that a woman brought forth Gov Almiybty.” 
But we Arbangſi am believe, that the virgin 
Maar brought forth only the holy cb7la 
Jesus: tho? we do believe that this child 
was not only called, but au a or hie 
would not have been called, Immanvzr, 
God with us; and that i him dwelt, is the 
ſcripture declares, not only the Godhead, 
but the fullneſs of the Godhead, yea 4 all the 
fullneſs of the Godbead bodily”. * Again, we 
are charg'd with believing <* that the Fews 
killed Gop Almighty.” But we really be- 


lieve that the J could and did only kill 


the man CurisT Jesus. Which is very 


eonfiſtent with our firmly believing that this 
®. Col. ii. 9. 


(tm) 
man Carer Jrvvs was alſo, in an inefa- 

dle manner, the Lon b of life and glory, 

yea that he is truly and properly Gov ; 
ſince the charch of God is ſpoken of as. 
having been purchas'd with bis own blood.® 
Bat the annum are further laugh d at, 
as believing, ** rhat the big GOD was 
 thangid ani mwdified into an infant.” An ab- 
fardity indeed! but not an arbamſam one. 

The Athanaſians only believe, according to 
the ſeripture, that the infant IssVs was 
inconceivably united to him who in vertue 
of his divine nature and eſſence is juſtly 
ſtyled Gop over all ; and that it was there- 
fore Gop that was manifeſt in the fleſh. 

And tho* they do believe, that the King 
rternal immortal became mortal ble and dyed,” 
yet they believe he did ſo oz/y in his afſum'd: 
human nature. And this is Juſt as greut a 
<urioſity to explain, as it is how he that Was. 
born of the virgin, could yet ſay of himſeff, 
as it is well Known he did, . before Aruba 
was I am”. +. But che Athanafrans believe,. 


AA xx, 23. + Fobn-viii, 38. 
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Gays this writer, that when Cram prayed” 
on earth he prayed to himſelf, &c.. I muſt 
however take the liberty to ſay, they do 
not. Nor is there any occaſion for ſuch a 
belief, whilſt we maintain a diſtinction as 
to perſonality and office betwixt the Father 

and Son, and that CHRIS was truly man 
and mediator, as well as with reſpe& to 
his divine nature and efſence ONE with 
Gop. Nor did this writer need to be told 
this, however ignorant he tiny appr to be 


WY it. 


So much for the curi6Gtieh we believe: 
which we have ſeen are only ſuch curiofities 
as Gop's holy. word ſets before us; however 

diſtaſteful they may be, to the delicate pa- 
late of this writer. And if theſe curioſities 
are therefore ſcripture curioſities, I hope 
none will be ſhook in their attachment to 
them by the moſt ludicrous miſrepreſenta- 
tions that can be given of them; nor ima- 
gine that an adherence to them, is a de- 


parture . from the fimplicity of the goſpel.” 


(hi) 

As to the compariſon. made betwixt the 
Athanafans and the Heathens who have 
Gods many and Lords many, it certainly 
belongs rather to the Arians ; ſince they al 
low a ſupreme and ſubordinate God, whilſt 
the Athanafians uniformly maintain ** 
there ĩs but ONE Goo. | 


In aer to the queſtion, . can a fingle 
paſſage of ſeripture be produc's, where religious 
 evorſhip is paid to the Holy Spirit ? «tis ſuffi- 

cient to ſay here; are we not baptiz'd in the 
name of the HOLY Sp1R1T as well as of the 
FarHEHR and Sox? | 


% How many conſcientious clerrymen and 
conſcientious laity there are aubo regard "= 
atbanaſſan Allem with deteſtation, &c.“ 

how conſcientious they are in their ee 
of it, I cannot ſay: but I think it is an in- 
ſult upon the memory of 4 the great and 
good Biſhop Tillotſon,” to infinuate that he 
was of this number. For tho? he did think 
.many expreſſions in the athanafian creed very 
exceptionable, as they certainly are, and 


(ni) 
wiſt'd therefore that the chureh was but 
once fairly rid of it ;—yet was he ſo far 
from regarding what is generally underſtood 
by the athanaftas fem with deteſtation, | 
that he maintain'd and patroniz'd it him- 
ſelf: as muſt be known by all that have 
been converſant with his writings.* 


The next anecdote we are preſented with 
is very extraordinary indeed. The grand 
reaſon <with all intelligent diſſtuters for their 
feparation from the e/tabhiſhment, is, becauſe 
«vor/hip is adarefſed to wrong objets.” This 
is much ſuch another curious diſcoyery as 
that we had before about the Jeu, and juſt 
as true, When I firſt read this ſentence, I 
confeſs I was ftartled, and even now can 
ſcarcely tell how to think but the printer 
has made ſome miſtake. If it only implied, 
that thoſe alone among the enters are intel - 
ligent, who reje what is called the athana- 


/ian impiety, I ſhould not have been ſur- f 


- ® See his ſermons on the Trinity, vol, I. of bis | 
works, fol, edit. mg! | 


* 


| G N 
priz'd at all. For this is what I know our 
prefacer would not ſcruple to aſſert; as in 
his uſual ſtyle, thoſe only that are of his 
own opinions are denominated rational in- 
telligent and well inſtructed, and all others. 
knaves or fools. See his propoſals for a li- 
beral tranſlation of the new teſtament. 
Tho' I will do him the juſtice to own, a very 
different ſpirit breathes in his anſwers to the 
queſtions propps'd to him at his ordination ; 
which makes me hope there is a pleaſing al- 
teration in him, and that he has by this 
time, exchanged the ſupercilious air of in- 
fallibility, for the meekneſs and love of the 
humble benevolent Chriſtian. But what he 
here ſays concerning the diſſenters, is cer- 
tainly very unaccountable. For it does not 
merely imply that 2 diſenters are intelligent 
but ſuch as rye the athangſian impicty, 
but that this 1mpiety is the grand reaſon with 
all the intelligent amongſt them, for their ſe- 
paration from the eſtabliſhment. Surely 
this is ſaying a great deal; and I am ſure 
much more than can be ſupported by the 
leaſt ſhadow of a proof. What, were all the 
| D 
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puritans the n o the preſent diſ- 
ſenters, who perfectly agreed with the 
eſtabliſh'd church as to this doctrine of the 
Trinity, aniutelligent diſſenters, in the opini- 
on of a d;/enter himſelf? Or has this prefa- 
cer been authoris'd, by all, that HE eſteems 
the intelligent diſſenters ofthe preſent day, to de- 
clare on their behalf, that the grand rea/on 
of their ſeparation from the eftabliſhment, is be- 
eauſe worſhip is addreſs'd to wrong objects? 
According to Mr. Toogeod,* and I ſuppoſe it 
will be allow'd he is an intelligent diflenter, / 
tis no ſuch thing. For he maintains that 
the diſſenters ſeparation from the eſtabliſh- 
ment, is founded entirely upon the princi- 
ples of religious liberty. That they diſſent, 
not ſo much becauſe of any diſagreement 

with the church principles, which makes 
no alteration as to the main ground of their 
diſſent ; but becauſe they look upon the 
Dover the church aſſumes to decree rites and ce- 
remonies, and authority in matters of faith,” 
to be an © yſurpation.” And that the diſent- 


 * See his letters in anſwer to White” p. 2, 3, &c. 
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ers therefore ©* are juſtified, and will have bo- 
our before Gov, for entering their proteſt 
againſt it ; for aſſerting the rights and privi- 
leges of the chriſtian church; and ſtanding faſt 
in the liberty wwherewith CunisT has made 
them free.” If the church has power to 
dictate in matters of faith, tis undoubtedly 
every one's duty to ſubmit and obey ; let 
the articles of that faith be what they will: 

but if the church has no ſach power, and it 
is the duty of every one to think judge and 
act for himſelf, according to the dictates of 
| his own conſcience ; then we ought not to 
ſubmit (in the opinion of this writer) to 
the power aſſum'd by the church, even 
tho* the ſentiments of the church agree 
ever ſo nearly with our own. So far is that 
part of the church doctrine mention'd by 

our prefacer, from being the grand reaſon 
with all intelligent diſſenters for their ſepa- 
ration from the eftabliſhment. But this 
gentleman, in his flaming zeal for ariani/a, 
is ready to ſay upon every occafion,—is 
there any evil, and the Athanafians have not 
done it ? It would however be well for him 
in time to come, to ſee to it that his zeal be 
D 2 


(vii) 
more according to knowledge and truth, 


leſt he gibbet his own character upon the 
gallows he erects for the Athanafrans. 


Wherein the reaſoning in the athanafian 
creed is applieable to the fine ſtory of * an 
apple tree, a pear tree, and a Plumb tree, 2 
am not intelligent enough to perceive. But 
as our Author ſays, —** it fills one auiih com- 
miſeration and grief to think how much this 
Jargon impedes the progreſs of Chriftianity in 


foreign countries, ſo I can ſay with deep 


concern,—it fills me with commiſeration 
and grief, to think that one who is ſtyled 
a miniſter of CHRIS, ſhould be capable of 
talking thus ludicrouſly upon the moſt ſe- 
rious ſubject! What more likely to impede 
the progreſs of Chriſtianity, than the diſ- 
covery of ſuch levity in a chriſtian miniſter ! 


« The Mahometans (we are told) all to a 
man, believe in one ſupreme Gop; and ſo 


do the a. 


« Confucius the Chineſe philaſe mY we are 
further inform'd, derided the notion of a mor- 


(L ( ix 
tal God.“ And well he might, for it is a 
contradiction in terms. But is this an atha- 
naſſan principle? No; but an arian tenet ! 
The Athanafians have no idea of a mortal 
God, but regard it as an arian figment ! 


As to what Tindal the celebrated deiſt 
ſays, if it proy'd any thing, it would prove 
too much. For unleſs he look'd upon the 
obnox1ous doctrine as really contain'd in the 
new teſtament, it could not have been an ob- 
jection with him againſt Chriſtianity ; and 
if at be in the new teſtament and yet an ab- 
ſurdity, tis an objection not againſt one ſe& 
of Chriftians only but againſt Chriſtianity 
itſelf. With all due deference however to 
this celebrated Dei, I muſt ſay that it ap- 
pears to me, there is ſo far from being 
any incon/iſtency (as he affirms) in equality 
and mediation, that you cannot conſiſtently 
form an idea of the one without the other. 
For inſtance, who ſhall mediate betwixt man 
and man, but nan] Betwixt a King and a 
King, but a King? And who then betwixt 
Gop and man, but Jesus CHRIST who is 


1 : 
Gop-man mediator ? Does my being a hu- 
man creature, incapacitate me to mediate 
betwixt one human creature and another ? 
Muſt we call in the brutes to be mediators ? 
And does CuRIST's taking upon him the 
buman nature, and thereby uniting the 
divine and human natures in his perſon, in- 
capacitate him to be a mediator betwixt an 
offended Gop and offending guilty men? 
Wherein is the inconſiſtency of this ? Ra- 
ther, is it not perfectly agreeable to our 
firſt and moſt common conceptions of 
things; and altogether incon/tent to ſup» 
poſe it ſhould be otherwiſe ?—As to the 
inconſiſtency of equality and ſupremacy, 
which the. ſame writer mentions; I would 
obſerve, if the one was oppos'd to the 
other it would be inconſiſtent indeed : but 
that the Fa THER Sow and Holy GrosrT, 
ſhould be equal in the poſſeſſion of that /u- 
premacy which is peculiar to Deity, is no 
more inconſiſtent, than that three or more 
regents ſhould be egual to one another, and 
yet conſtitute the /upreme power of a nation. 


Nor is this divinity, let it be repreſented as 


(a) 
ever ſo ©* myferious and incomprebenfible,” the 
divinity of modern Chriſtians only as is ſug- 
geſted, but alfo of the moft ancient ; yea, it 
is the divinity of the word of Gop. And 
if ſo, denying it, muſt rather increaſe than 
remove the objections of infidels. 


In what follows, I am ready alſo to ſay 
in my turn; — . there have been many excel- 
lent books, wwritten by great and good men with 
the beft defign, to reduce Chriſtians to the belief 
and worſhip of the ONE true Gov,” even 
Far HER Son and Holy GrosT, into 
whoſe name they are all ſolemnly baptized : 
but the plaineft and cleareſ book I ever met 
with on this fubje2, is the new teflament. 1 
think it hardly poſſible for any perſon to read, 
for example, the writings of St. Jon x, with- 
out the fulleſt conviction that JesUs CHRIS 
#s not a perſon inferior and ſubordinate as 
to his divine nature and eſſence, to the Fa- 
ther; for this St. John perhaps more fully 
than any of the apoſtles abſolutely denies: 
but that he is Gop, yea the 1x uE Go 
and ETERNAL LIFE. 
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Re ( xxxi1 ) | 
As to what-is ſaid of the Marbodiſis, parti- 
cularly that the fr; object of their adora- 
tion is Jesus CHRIST, the ſecond John Weſ- 
ley, and the third, almoſt below their natice, 
God the Father; tis ſo contemptible, that I 
dare ſay they will think the author of ſuch 
a calumny, an object rather of pity than 
reſentment, and the calumny itſelf to de- 
ſerve filent contempt, rather than a ſerious 
reply. Tis true, modeſty. has ſo far pre- 
vailed over our revs. prefacer, that at the 
end of the book we have an erratum ſet 
down, and are directed for John We/ley to 
read the HoLy SpIRIT. And as he has 


hereby implicitly confeſs'd, that he was 


aſham'd of this inſult upon truth and decen- 
cy, and we may therefore hope he has by 
this time bluſh'd himſelf into a greater de- 
gree of ſeriouſneſs; I would forbear any 
farther animadverſion. But if by the erra- 
tum above notic'd, he imagines the public 


will be induc'd to think, ©*7obn We/tey”? was 


undefignedly put into the manuſcript, or that 
without it's being there, the printer and 
corrector of the preſs were gwilty of this 


5 — (nn) 

blander ; he certainly imagines mankind 
auch more credulous than they really are.— 
Andhe is equally miſtaken, if he thinks ſach 
methods as theſe, are likely to reſcue the 
bleffed goſpel from be blaſphemy of the 
Jo, the derifion of the Infidel, the contempt 
of the Mahometan, and the objefion of the 
Pagan.” n 


The account that is given of George Wil- 
liams, I have no defire to contradi& or exte- 
nuate. Far be it from me to ſuggeſt he is a 
bad man, becauſe Iapprehend he is a miſ- 
taken man. This is a ſpecies of bigotry 
which I ever have held, and hope ever ſhall 
hold it in the greateſt abhorrence. Iam 
ſure I am fallible, very fallible myſelf ; and 
am bound therefore from ſelfiſh as well as 
from more generous motives, to be very 
charitable. But without infringing the 
laws of charity, ſince the charaQer of this 
wan 1s evidently puft off with a view to re- 
commend and ſpread his book, I muſt take 
the liberty to ſay, there is the greateſt rea- 
ſon to ſuppoſe, no ſmall part of his merit 
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is that of his being a bigotted Aran. But 


for which, I am perſuaded he would have 
continued in his former obſcurity. As to 
the obſervation, that «© his PASS TON for 


truth (i. e. what he apprehends to be truth) is 
'BOUNDLESS,” —l haye reaſon to be- 


lieve it is too true, But if George was in 
this reſpe& more meek and moderate, I am 
very certain it would be no diſparagement 


to the boaſted . probiry, integrity, een 
of his heart.” 


That the poor © are as capable of underfland- 
irg the fundamental truths of the goſpel, as 


the profuundeſt ſcholar that ever lived,” I 
firmly beligye: and ſo I do, that bleſſed are 
the poor IN SPIRIT, for theirs is the SN 


of Heaven. 


Who they ſhould be that . would #breaten 


George Williams with a proſecution, and en- 


deavour to confute him by the invincible argu- 


ments of the ſecular arm; I am utterly at a 


loſs to imagine. For if perſecution was as 


juſtifiable as it is in every ſpeties of it de- 


( xxxy ) 
teſtable, I can ſcarcely think any perſons of 
the leaſt diſcernment, would look upon 
George Williams as an obje important 
enough for it; even when clad in the ter- 
rible armour of T. A. O. T. C. O. A. D. 


I have only to add ; -that we may all be 
preſerved from a proud deſire of being wiſe 
above what 1s written, and be adorned with 
the meekne/5 of avi/dom, is the fervent deſire, 
of one who deſires to approve himſelf, 


A lover of God, of truth, of charity, 
and of all good men, 


CALEB Fans. 


BrisTOL, Fan. 24, 
1766. 
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SE RM ON I. 


ON THE DEIT Or CHRIST. 


1 FOHN, v. 20. 


THIS 1s THE TRUE Gop. 


HAT the true and proper Deity, 

the real and eſſential Divinity of 
our adorable IMMAanuEL, ſhould be cal- 
led in queſtion by any of thoſe who pro- 
feſs to be his diſciples and followers ;—that 
his dignity ſhould be inſulted, his honour 
and glory wounded and trampled. under 
foot, by thoſe who call themſelves Zi; 
friends ; and that they ſhould even triumph 
and diſcover an impious joy at every at- 
tempt that is made, to degrade the Saviour 
and ſtrip him of his eſſential glory ;—is as 
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(2) 
aſtoniſhing as it is melancholy and deplo- 
rable. Was not the fact too certain and evi- 
dent to admit of a doubt concerning it, me- 
thinks it would be impoſſible to believe it. 
For there ſeems to be a kind of « parri- 
cide in ſuch a conduct as this, and « an 
impiety, heightened by the aggravating 
circumſtances of unnatural baſeneſs and 
diſingenuity.”—But O bleſſed Ixs vs, in 
imitation of thine own matchleſs benevo- 
lence, we would humbly ſay, graciouſly 
forgive them, for they know not, we hope, 
we truſt, we believe they know not what 


they do ! ; 


That this article of our faith is hows 
ever an article of great importance, and not 
a meer frivolous ſpeculation of little or no 
conſequence, ſeems to be confeſs'd on all 
hands ; by the immenſe pains that have 
been taken, and the almoſt numberleſs vo- 
lumes that have been wrote, both in the 
ſupport and defence of it, and in violent 
oppoſition to it. And for my own part, I 
ſhould ſincerely rejoice, was there to be no 


(3) 
eccafion to ſay. or write any thing about it 
in a controverſial way, any more. For 
however important this doctrine be in itſelf, 
yet ãt is too evident that the difputes which 
have been agitated concerning it, at the 
ſame time that they have produc'd the 
moſt maſterly defences of it, have alſo been 
the means of leading men off in too great a 
meaſure from the practical and experimen- 
tal part of religion, and of kindling that 
tnhallow'd fire, which is productive of rage 
and malice rather than chriſfian meekneſs and 
eve. Nor is there indeed in one view, any 
-occaſion to add any thing to what has been 
already ſaid and wrote on this ſubject; as 
the- controverſy concerning it is in every 
reſpect exhauſted, and as much has been 
ſaid upon it, as perhaps can or will be ſaid 
to any purpoſe, in this mortal and imper- 
feR ſtate, It will not therefore I hope be 
imputed to a fondneſs of controverſy, or 
a conceit of being able to advance any 
thing new or more friking than has been ad- 
vanc'd on this point already, that the proof 
of CHRIST ' true and proper Deity is made 


| (4) 
the ſubject of this diſcourſe. Theſe mo- 
tives are utterly diſclaimed. Controverſial 
preaching, unleſs where the circumſtances 
of things render it neceſſary, I have ever 
look'd upon as very far from being the 
moſt edifying. Nor could the greateſt fond- 
neſs for controverſy lead me to indulge the 
vain thought of excelling or equalling in 
any degree, thoſe who have ſtood up in de- 
fence of this doctrine. I am ſenſible this 
great and important doctrine, hath had in 
every age the moſt able advocates. And tho” 
many in their defences of it, have perhaps 
run into thoſe metaphyſical and unſcriptu- 
ral ſubtleties, which have given too much 
handle to its adverſaries in their oppoſition 
to it; yet have there been ſuch defences of it 
written, as will do immortal honour to the 
authors of them, and againſt which the 
greateſt of poſitien will I am perſuaded aver 
be able to prevail. And glad ſhould I be, 
inſtead of publicly attempting any thing 
upon this point myſelf, only to refer in a 
private way, any who might have ſcruples 
in their minds concerning it, to ſome one or 


ts) 

other of -thoſe incomparable pieces, which 
have been already written upon this ſubject. 
But as it is a point of ſuch va importance; 
and as à late aua attempt that has been 
made to overthrow it, has been amazingly 
countenanc'd and triumph'd in; and as 
there is reaſon to think that many who 
read and imbibe the poiſon of this perfor- 
mance, may never read any of thoſe excel- 
lent things which have been written on the 
other fide of the queſtion ; I have thought, 
it but a neceſſary token of my allegiance to 
Jeſus, whoſe ſervant I am, to bear my teſ- 
timony in the beſt manner I am able, againſt 
that indignity which is thrown upon him, 
and thoſe inſults which are daily offer'd 
him. And if what may be advanced, ſhould: 
not be the means of rec/2iming any that are - 
gone out of the way with reſpect to this great 
truth, yet I would hope it may be the means 
of preſerving others, from ſo dreadful an 
error as that of denying the Divinity of him 
by whoſe name they are called. 


F. 
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And O bleſſed e, aid and ſucceed 1 
beſeech thee, thine unworthy ſervant, in 
the attempt he is about to make, to vindi- 

cate thine injur'd honour, and repel the 
| unnatural attacks that have been made, upon 
thine eſſential glories ! Perfect praiſe to thy- 
ſelf, O gracious redeemer, out of the mouth 
even of a babe! 


In order to a right underſtanding of the 
point to be diſcuſs'd, it may not be amiſs to 
make a few preliminary obſervations, before . 
we come to the direct and poſitive proof of 
it. And I would obſerve in the Fir place, 

That the Divinity of Chrift is very injuricuſſy 
repreſented, when it is ſuppos'd to interfere with 
tbe ſupreme worſhip of the Father, | 


The Divinity or Deity of Chriss, it is well 
known is always built upon the ſuppoſition, 
that he is as to his nature and eſſence on- 
with the Father. And it is as and becauſe 
one in this reſpect, that we honour the Son 

even as we honour but net above the Father. 


2 „ 


(7): | 

I mention this, becauſe that notable pam- 
phlet which is induftriouſly ſpread from 
houſe to houſe as tho' it would bear down 
all before it, is entitled © An attempt to retort 
the fupreme worſhip of Gop the Father al- 
mighty.” But are there any then who have 
ever attempted to rob Go the Father al- 
mighty of ſupreme worſhip ; or do thoſe 
who aſſert the Divinity of the Son, deny the 
Divinity of the Far HER No ſurely! 


It is proper further to obſerve Secondly, 
That the ductrine of Can 1957's true and proper 
Deity, is by no means ſet in oppoſition to the 
wnity of God. 


This obſervation indeed is included in 
ſome meaſure in the former: but as the 
writer before referr'd to, poſitively tells us 
that the Deity of Cur 1sT deſtroys the unity 
of Gop 3 and as this is a point which has 
been flouriſh'd upon by moſt of this claſs 
of writers, it will be proper to be more 
particular upon it. Be it therefore fully 

F 2 
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"known, that we who firmly believe the 


true and proper © Deity of the Som of God, 


and his equality in nature and eſſence with 


the FaTaer, do as firmly believe the unity 
of the Godhead. Men may repreſent us as 
ſetting up more Gods than one, but it is a 
falſe and injurious repreſentation. - Tho' we 
believe that there are three who bear re- 
cord in Heaven, the FaTaer, the Word, 
and the HoLy  GrosT, yet we believe 
alſo, that theſe three are one as to their 
divine nature and eſſence; and that tho? 
there are what we call three per/oxs in the 
Godhead, yet there are not three Gops 
but only exe GOD. As to the preciſe ideas 
that are to be affixed to the word per/on, 
or exactly in what ſenſe the FATRER Son 
and Holy Srir1T are three, and in what 


ſenſe theyare notwithſtanding but one; we are 


not inform'd in ſcripture, and indeed it is 


in the very nature of things impoſſible that 


we ſhould have any conception of it. The 
mode of exiſtence of any Spirit whatever, 
much more of Deity, is abſolutgly incon- 
ceivable, and cannot but be ſo to a mortal 


FS ) 

creature. This is a profound myſtery, and 
will remain ſa at leaſt till we get to Heaven, 
where alone we ſhall ſee not as through a 
glaſs darkly, but face to face. But here 
we have a torrent of wit and ridicule 
pour'd out upon us, as believing a contra- 
diction, that three are one and one three; 
or at beſt as believing we know not what, 
which we are willing to cover over with the 
awful appellation of my/fery. Do we then 


believe, or pretend or profeſs to believe that 


the three divine perſons are one in the /ame 
ſenſe in which they are three, and three in 
the /ame ſenſe in which they are one? This 
would be a contradiction indeed! But the 
truth is, we always affirm the very contrary. 
And where's the contradiction of all this? 
I might aſk, tho' I diſlike all ſimilies upon 
ſach a ſubjeR as this becauſe zo fimile can 
be ſtrictly adapted to it. do you believe that 
man is a compound of body ſoul and ſpirit as 
the apoſtle Paul expreſſes it ?* That his body 
which has a principle of % or vital ſpirit 
in the ' Wood which is common to all ani- 
*1 * v. 23. 
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(10) 
mals, is alſo united to a rational or intelli- 
gent ſoul? And do you believe that this Bud 
foul and ſpirit, make up but one max ? Then 
ſurely there may be a ſenſe in which three 
are but one, and yet that one three. The 
contradictios therefore charg'd upon us va · 
niſhes, and for ought this proves to the con- 
trary, we may fill be poſſeſs'd of fo mach 
common ſenſe as to know one and two 
make three, as well as our more ſagacious 
brethren. But then as we know not pre- 
ciſely in what ſenſe the three divine perſons 
are three, and yet how it is they are one, we 
are ſtill charg'd with believing we know not 
what, which we call a my/fery, To this we 
reply ; we do not properly believe we know 
not what, becauſe as to the hoxv theſe things 
can be, we believe properly ſpeaking no- 
thing at all. - Faith we are very willing to 
own muſt be built upon knowledge. Now 
we do not profeſs to #now how the ſacred 
perſons are three and yet but one, or how 
they are one and yet three, and therefore 
we do not believe any thing abogÞ#it. But 
we think we have abundant evidence, that 


(1) 


there are three who bear record in Heaven, 
and that theſe three are one ; and therefors 
we believe that it is /o, tho” bow it is ſo we 
know not and therefore believe wet. But if 
the impoſGbility of conceiving of the modus 
of this myſtery as we call it, or the manner 
in which theſe things can be as they have 
been repreſented, is a ſolid objection againſt 
our believing the fact itſelf; then I will un- 
dertake to demonſtrate we muſt not believe 
many facts, which are as certainly true as 
that we ourſelves now exift, Has ever any 
man in the world, the greateſt philoſopher 
that ever exiſted, had the leaſt poſitive idea 
of what we call a /piriz ? Or how ſpirit acts 
upon matter, in other words Bono the ſoul 
actuates the body? And yet who doubts of 
theſe things ? Even the exalted tribe of ra- 
tionaliſts themſelves condeſcend to believe 
there is a God, and that he is a Spirir, and 
that the human /aul does actuate the Body. 
Again, that Gop is /e/-exi/tent and eternal is 
generally acknowledg'd, and indeed cannot 
with the face of reaſon be denied. And 
yet is there any man upon earth who pre- 


(12) | 
tends to have the [leaſt poſitive idea of elf | 
exiſfente or eternity either ? 80 that if thoſe 
who profeſs to believe the Deity of Chrift, at 
the ſame time they maintain the anity of 
God, are charg d with believing they know 
not what, they do but follow the example of 
thoſe 'who cavil at them, nd need not 
therefore be concern d about returning any 
anſwer to ſuch a falſe and groundleſs ca - 
lumny. The unity of Gop however, let 
us be charg'd with what contradictions and 
abſurdities our enemies pleaſe, we not only 
believe, but warmly contend for. Nay let 
not our opponents be ſurpriz d, if we 
tell them that it is upon this principle, as 
one of the main pillars of it, we build the 
doctrine now pleaded for, of the true and * 2 
per Deity of the Lord Jeſus *. 


The Heathens themſelves a ack-' 
nowledged but one /upreme Gop, whom 
they ſid Pater Divorum or the Father of 
the Gods. But in oppefetion to the Heathen, 
who had of ſuperior and inferior Deities 
Gods many and Lords many; the you 


rz) 

who were ſurrounded by theſe idolaters on all 
ſides, were expreſsly commanded to. have 
nu other Gods but one. And that there is 
but one God, even Jebovab and none elle, is 
declared in the moſt expreſs ſolemn and re- 

peated manner, both in the old teſtament 

and the new, The unity of Gop is in- 

deed one of the firſt principles of the di- 
vine oracles, and awful are the denuncia- 
tions pronounced againſt thoſe, who give 

that glory to a creature which is due only to 
 Gop., Here, if I thought the matter re- 
quired illuſtration or proof, I would pro- 

duce to you that large collection of ſcrip- 

ture paſſages upon this point, which we 

have in the boaſted performance before re- 

ferr'd to. For theſe ſcriptures belong not 
to that ſide of the queſtion on which they 

appear in that performance, but to the very 
oppoſite. The expreſs deſign of that wri- 

ter, is ſo far from being to maintain the 

unity of Gop, or to ſhow that there is but 
one God; that after all the paſſages he 

brings to prove that Gon the Father Al- 

mighty is the only true Gob, and the many 

G 


\ 
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\ ſcriptures lis afterwards. brings to confirm 
. the great truth that there it u Gop Gefides, - 

he tells us in ſo. many words, . The ſeriptare 
_ every, where declares, that the Father only is 
_ the ſupreme Gop, the fon. an inferior God, 
ſhould. be glad to know how theſe: things 
can be reconciled, as they appear to me flat 
ä contradictions. According to this man, 
the ſcripture: every, where declares there is 
but one Gov, and yet the ſcripture ewety 
. here declares there are tvs'Gods one ſu- 
preme and another fubordinate ! I ſhould 
be really ſorry if the ſcripture was ſo very 
contradictory as this, as it would then be 
- Impoſſible to learn any thing from it, with 
the leaſt degree of certainty. But bleſſed 
be God, he that runs may read the divine 
oracles to better purpoſe than thus to miſ- 
repreſent them, and the wayfaring man 
tho? a fool, need not in ſuch a manner as 
this err concerning them. Let it however 
be remembered, that the unity of God is ut- 

terly inconſiſtent with the notion of ra 

Gods a ſuperior and inferior one, which is 


EG 
44 = oy oy . r 
Y , 1 ; = © 
» — = * 


1 
2 — 
r 


ML 
7 ** 
4 4% 
ol + 
5 
Ms | 


3 615) 
ruptidn againff which thoſe many detlara: 
tions which we have concerning the divite 
_ anity- ave expreſsly level d. Inſtead there. 
fore of pretending to anſwer that long Hit 
_ of ſcriptures which is brought by the wri- 

ter before referr'd to, in proof of the di- 
vine unity; I might call upon him or thoſe 
who eſpouſe his cauſe, to ſhew how thoſe 
paſſages can be reconciled with the declara- 
tion he makes that the FAT HEA is ſapreme 
God, and the Sow an inferior God ? But on 
the other hand, we preſerve and maintain 
moſt religiouſly the divine unity ; and there- 
fore as the Deity of Cs 15 is we think moſt 
evidently reveal'd in the ſcripture, conclude, 
as indeed we are expreſsly afſur'd is the 
caſe, that yt and his Fa T HR are one, Be- 

ſides, where is there the leaſt trace in ſerip- 

ture of /upreme and /ubordinate Deities ? Was 
not this the very ſentiment of the Heathen ? 
And is it not in direct oppoſition to them, that 
we are ſo ſolemnly aſſur'd- unto us 1 
* one G0 


= 62 + 


1379 


of ag Ez 


* 1 = = . 
Panry 8 * 
— Y 2 
KP TT „ — Ä 
5 2 . 4 I» + * 74 a , 1 N CIO = l Z 
_ 8 « dans 2 2 PR — * * 2 * 
. < 


2 LY — 
* — — _ A 


BF. 5 a © 


———Y 2 
5 as . * oe 0. * 7 wh 
0 —— 2 


— Y 4 
ED — BE Tp 
— i. ade 
—_ 4 
- — — 4 
* 4 & ” as 


1 
=) 
* 
» 
+» 
o 
\ 
f 
R 
3 
I 
* 
* 
HA. 
* 0 


0 16˙0 a 

—— obſerve thirdly, The brine of 

nnr s true and proper Deity, does by no 
means interfere with his true and proper huma- 
nity, or quith bis Nennen to urn 
man and mediator.” — 

That he took upon him the human and not 
the angelic nature we are expreſsly told in 
the word of Gop ; and therefore we ſuppoſe. 
him to have berome truly and properly man, 
and in that nature to have obey'd and ſuf- 
fer'd and done the work which was given 
him to do of his Father. So that all CHRIS 
himſelf ſays, and all that is ſaid by his 
apoſtles of his inferiority to the Father, 
and of his giving up at laſt the mediatorial 
kingdom to his Father,* does by no means 
invalidate or contradi what is elſewhere 
ſaid, both by himſelf and his apoſtles of his 
divine nature and efſence. For it is moſt 
clear and evident, that not only all the paſ- 


* See this paſſage (1 Cor. xv. 24, 28) and alſo Mark 
xiii, 32. explained and illuſtrated at large by Dr. 
Calamy and Dr, Watts on the Trinity, and by almoſt. 
every other wiiter on that ſubject. 


(37) 

fore mentioned, in proof of the inferiority: 
of CixnisT to the Father, but every ſuch 
paſſage that is to be met with, refers to 
CnRisT as man and mediator 3 in which 
reſpect and capacity his inferiority is by him- 
ſelf and all his followers acknowledged. 
Otherwiſe what becomes of his &umiliation 
and obedience * That CHRIS took upon 
himſelf the form of a ſervant, that he was 
found in faſhion as a man, yea that he was 
a man of ſorrows and acquainted with 
griefs, is readily owned. And is it any 
thing ſurprizing that in this reſpect he 
ſhould ſpeak of himſelf, or that he ſhould. 
be ſpoken of, in terms that are adapted to 
the nature and character in which he con- 
deſcended to appear ? Or becauſe of this, 
ſhall we deny him that glory which he veil'd 
in order thus to condeſcend ? Becauſe he 
took upon him the form of a /ervant, ſhall 
we deny that he was in the form of Gop ? 
et it be remembered however, we do not 
deny that the Father ent and gave the Son, 
| &c. but only maintain this was in conſe- 


ꝗꝗf— — —„—t—ẽ 


Wa 55 8 va T 
„ „ n 0 - 


1 


a 
| 

<< 
| 
i 
. 
x \ 
* 
. 
1 
+", ; 
4 5 
. 

be 


\ 8 = 
D. „e 
— a. TY —— — * 
— 1 7 «7 4 * 7 n a 


— œCœä2—ẽ2 —„: as 4 2 
— — - 


+ FOR rn * 


— 
— 4 2 * 


— 


en 5 <=; —— ous 
CT IVY * 
2 — ” 


(18) 
quence of his own woluntary ſubmiſſion and 
the compact he entered into with his di- 
vine Father. We do not deny the ſuperiority 
of the Father to the Son as man and medi- 
ator, becauſe the Father was never incar- 
nate nor ſuftain'd the office of mediator. in 
the oeconomy of man's redemption ; but 
then we maintain there is alſo a ſenſe in 
which they are one, and conſequently equal 
in power and glory. All thoſe paſſages: 
therefore which refer to the inferiority of 
Car1srT in his human and mediatorial ca- 
pacity, are really nothing at all to the pur- 


poſe: but it lies upon thoſe who deny 2he' 


divinity of CHRIS, to reconcile all thoſe: 
paſſages which attribute divine perfotions 
and titles to CR IST, and ſpeak of him ar 
Gov, with thoſe that ſpeak of him in a- 
hambler form and more lowly terms. And 
till this zs ſatisfactorily done, which has not 
as yet, they muſt give us leave to think, the 
former paſſages refer to his original nature 
and eſſence, and the latter to his aſſum'd 
manhood and mediatorial character and 
office: which indeed to me appears the only* 


619) 
methad of reconeiling thoſe ſoriptures, 
reer en- 


1 eee * more en bees 
— upon a direct proof of the point in 
hand, and that is, fourthly, It is unjuſt and 
-ungenerons to confound together all that hold 
Ibu trut and proper Deity. of CarIisT, under 

het ramp et a de nn 

eee to * 3 un many 
thouſands who firmly believe the Divinity 
of Cur 18sT, and yet know nothing at all ef 
Athanaſius or his creed either. And full 
more of the ſame claſs,, who if they do 
know any thing of him and the creed. that 
goes under his name, yet by no means ap- 
prove of it, eſpecially the damnatory clauſes 
that are contained in it. And yet 0 


* The calling all thoſe Arians * * the Deity 
of Cnaisr, is not a parallel caſe : becauſe there is 
nothing in the term Arian more odious than the de- 
nial of Cirx1sT's Deity may be fuppos'd to be; 
whereas the epithet Athanaſan includes in it all the 
ſuppos'd odium of the obnoxious creed | that 3 is diſtin- 
gviſh'd by this appellation, 


£0) _. - 

every one who holds the Divinity f Cnnnr, 
is branded with the odious name of an Ab. 
nafran. And in order to render this epithet 
more obnoxious, the moſt frightful pic- 
tures are drawn of Athanaſius ;'whoſe cha- 
rater however, would I am perſuaded never 
have been ſtigmatiz'd as it is, had he not 
been a zealous oppoſer of Arius, and a firm 
advocate and champion for the Deity - of 
CnrisT. But what avails it who or what 
Athanaſius was? Tis well known the obnox- 
ious creed which bears his name, has been 
by many learned writers attributed to ano- 
ther perſon ; or if it be his, and he was 
ever ſo bad a man; the doQrine itſelf is 
-never the worſe, nor are all who believe 
the doctrine oblig'd to ſtand to his explica- 
tion of it. Many may be and are advocates 
for the Deity of Car15T, and yet no more 
Athanafians in the proper Senſe of the 
word than thoſe who are pleaſed to diſtin- 
guiſh them by that (as they think it) hateful 
epithet. But the calling all who profeſs to 
believe the Divinity of CHRIS Athana- 
Haus, is one of the many ſpecimens that 


i=) 
might be given, of their candour maderas 
tion and charity, who upon ſome occaſions 
can vehemently declaim upon theſe topics, 
and with great warmth inveigh againſt the 
„ 8 


Having thus in an ce n | 
way, by making a few obſervations which 
ſeem'd neceſſary. to the right underſtanding 
of the ſubject; I proceed now poſitively to 
prove from ſcripture, That Jesus CHRIS 
tho” truly man, yet was and is alſo as he is de- 
clar'd to. be in n texts (not indeed as diftin&# 
from or in oppoſition to the FaTuzR, but as 
ner 


Aud how a 180 field opens beſore me 
indeed, The proofs that are to be met with 
in the word of God, of the Divinity of 
Car1sr, are almoſt innumerable. I might 
with propriety mention, all thoſe paſſages - 
concerning the unity of Gop which are. 
ſuppos'd by the author of The attampt, &c. 
to militate again this doctrine; fince as I 
have ſhewn already theſe paſſages do in- 
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deed ſupport it in the ſtrongeſt manner, 1 
might alſo mention all thoſe paſſages 
wherein the names Jehovah, Gop, the 
trus God, the great and mighty Gop, the only 
wiſe Go, the only Gov, Gov bleſſed for 
ever, the LoRD of hoſts, King of Kings and 
Lon o of Loads, and the firft and the 
laßt, are aſcribed to CHRIS H: for ſurely 
theſe are names and titles, which without 
running into polytheiſm and ſuppoſing 
there are more Gods than one, cannot be 
applied to any one that is not truly and pro- 
perly one in nature and eſſence with the 
Father. That theſe names and titles are 
in a vaſt variety of places in ſeripture 
aſcrib'd to CHN IST, has been made to ap- 
pear by moſt writers on this point, with un- 
* Iſai. i. 9, 10. compar'd with Fobn xii, 40, 47. 
Marr. i. 23. FJobn i. 1, 2. xx. 28. 1 John v. 20, 21. 
Titus ii. 13. Iſai. ix. 6. Jude xxiv. 25. Tſai, xlv. 
15, 17, 21, 22, 23, compared with Rom. xiv. 11, 12. 
ix. 5. Jai. viii. 13, 14. compared with 1 Pet. ii. 6, 
8. Pſal. exxviii. 22. Matt. xxi. 42. and 2 Sam, vi. 2, 
Rev. xvii. 14. Xix, 13, 16, compared with Deut. x. 
17. 1 Tim, vi. 14, 15. Rev. i. 17, 18. ii. 8. com- 


pare Iſai. xli. 4. and xliv. 6, To which a great va- 
riety of other ſimilar paſſages might be added. 


( 23,) 

_ deniable evidence. I might alſo urge thoſe 
ſcriptures, many of which there are, where- 
in * omniſcience, omnipreſence, ommipotence, 
eternity, and immutability, are appropriated 
to CHRIST in the moſt expreſs manner. As 
alſo all thoſe paſſages wherein the divine 
works + of creation and zniver/al ſupport are 
aſcrib'd to CazisT, all things ſaid to be 
made by and alſo for him, and ſ religious 
vor/pip paid to him. And indeed the ſcrip- 


* Rev, ii. 23. Joon xxi. 17. Matt. xii. 25, compar'd 
with 1 Kings viii, 39. and Yer. xvii. 9, 10. Matt. 
xviii. 20, xxviii, ult. Col. i, 17. Fobn iii. 13. Phil, 
iii, 21, Rev. i. 8, 11, 17, 18. Heb, vii. 8. xiii, 8. 


Heb. i, 12, Jobn xvi. 15, 
+ Col. i. 16, 17, compare Rom. xi, 36. 


t Heb, i. 6. As vii. 59. Fobn ix, 38. Phil. ii. 
9. 11, compare Rom, xiv, 11. Jobn v. 23. and above 
all Rev. v. 6. t the end, Here you ſee (as the late 
Dr, Stennett obſerves in an excellent ſermon, entitled 
&« the chriſtian ftrife for the faith of the goſpel,” p. 26, 
27.) the FAT REAN and the Son are in the e 
throne ; and innumerable multitudes of creatures, of 
every rank and order, angels, beaſts, and elders ſur- 
round the footſtool of it, with the moſt profound a- 
doration, and unite, in the moſt ſolemn manner, in 


the ſame act of worſhip, They are not repreſented as 
H 2 
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tures'of this ſort which abound in the 1 
of Gop, furniſh out ſuch a demonſtration 


offering different kinds, or different degrees of homage, 
to theſe two glorious perſons ; ; not religious worſhip 
to the Father only, and civil honour to the Son; nor 
an higher degree of divine adoration to the one than 
to the other, There is, indeed, a particular perſo · 


nal addreſs to the Father, and a new ſong to the Son : 


but then they unite the praile in the cloſe, and con- 
elude this folemn act of worſhip, with aſcribing the 
ſame bleſſing, and honour, and glory, and power to the 
lamb, that they aſcribe to him that fits on the throne. 
And thus, this very remarkable act of worſhip is a 
ſafficient comment on that divine preſcription, that 

all men ſhould bondur the Sow even as they honour the 
FaTihztr.” And indeed © if it be the chriſtian 
ſcheme to introduce any inferior Gop, to whom reli- 
gious adoration is to be paid, (ſee Dr. Doddridge s 
lectures, p. 391.) i. e. to whom we are to pray, 
whom we are to praiſe, in whom we are to confide, by 
whom we are to ſwwear, (all which acts of worſhip 
are addreſſed to Cnri1sT in the following paſſages, 


| Bom. x. 13. 1 Cor. i. 2. Rom. xv, 12. 2 Cor. xii. 8. 


Jobn xiv. i, Rom. ix. 1.) one would have ſuppoſed 
that there ſhould have been the ffrictg care to adjuſt 
the degree of worſhip due to him, that it might not 
interfere with that of the ſupreme GOD : and it is 
hard to reconcile this with its being ſo often declar d 
to be the deſign of the goſpel to bring men to the 
worſhip of the only true God 3, (As xiv, 15. xvii. 23, 
24. Cal. iv. 8, 1 Theſ, i, 9.) or with.the force of 


(25) 
of the true and proper Deity of Caron, 
as all the art and ſophiftry of men will 


CnaIS T's reaſoning in Lale iv. 8. This branch of 
the argument is Ifkewife much Wlufſtrated by a mul 
titade of texts, in which the apoſt les expreſs an u- 
mitted veneration, love and obedience to Cyr 18T, and 
that dependance upon him and devotedneſe to him, 
which can only be juſtified in this view, and would 
indeed be very criminal, if he were to be conſider'd 
only as an exalted man, or a mere creature; (which 
two expreſſions, by the way, when applied toCnarsr 
in his preſent ſtate, ſeem to coincide more than fore 
have been willing to allow.) Compare Phil. i. 20, ar. 
| Col, iii, 2. Rom, xiv. 7, 9. and many other texts 
# þ quoted by Mr, Jennings in his difcourſes on preaching 
CugrnrsT, I would further obſerve upon this part or 
the ſubject with Dr. Calamy (on the Trinity p. ga, 
53.) „That religious invocation alone, is an unanſwer- 
able proof of Divinity, For it evidently implies 1 7 3 
ground for depending upon obtaining what is regularly 
ſought for; and a knowledge of our hearts, and an 
omnipreſence in him that is ſought unto, And yer 
nothing in all the new teſſament is plainer, than that 
Cnai1sr is to be religiouſly ſought, and call'd upon. 
For he is Lord over all; rich unto all that call upon 
bim: ( Rom. x. 12.) and ſalvation is connected with 
the calling upon him, when it is added, “ wwhoſoever 
Hall call upon the name of the Lon b, ſhall be ſaved.” 
And this is the genuine character of Chtiſtians as 
fuch, that they ** called upon the name of the Log b.“ 
Alt ix, 14. Often do we find the Sox diſtinctly 


_ 
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never be able to overturn, Nor is it bo- 


cauſe I apprehend arguments drawn from 
ſuch paſſages as theſe are not concluſive, 


that I do not produce every one of them at 
large, and deſcant upon them. For how- 
ever light the enemies of CarisT's Deity 
may make of all arguments drawn from 


and perſonally invocated in a way of adoration. 
Grace, mercy, and peace, or grace and peace, or grace 
only, are in twenty ſeveral places of the new tefta- 
ment implor'd of him together with the Father, 
We are all moreover under the goſpel charg'd to 
honour the Son, even as we do the Father ; and yet the 
doing of it would be idolatry, if he were not as truly 
and eſſentially Gop as the Father himſelf, It is a 
fix'd and ſtanding meaſure with God, that “ Bis glory 
be will not give to another,” Iſai. xliii. 8, And we 
may very ſafely ſay, he neither could nor would have 
requir'd or allow'd divine worſkip to have been given 
to the Son, if any eſſential divine pei fection on 
which worſhip is founded had been wanting. I muſt 
own I take Novatian's argument for the Deity of 
Cunts, to be ſtrong and unanſwerable, which he 
has thus expreſs d: i homo tandummodo CHrISTus, 
guomodo adęſt ubique invocatus ; cum bæc hominis natura 
non fit ſed DEI, ut adeſſe omni loco peſſit, &c. Lib. de 

Trin. cap. xziv.“ And that the whole of the worſhip 
of Car1sT is founded on his Godbead, ſee unanſwer- 
ably prov'd in Dr, Watts's third diſſertation relating 


to the doctrine of the Trinity. - 
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titles and attributes, experience has proved, 
that theſe arguments hitherto, have ſunk 
their. cauſe like lead in the mighty waters, 
whenever they have attempted an open vin- 
dication and ſupport of it. How do we 
prove the Deity of the Fa rRHEN, but by 
thoſe names titles attributes works, &c. 
that are aſcribed to him? And if theſe are 
aſcribed likewiſe to the Sox, ſurely they 
cannot but be equal proofs of his Deity alſo. 
And yet the writer I have ſo frequently re- 
ferr'd to in this diſcourſe, ſpeaks of it with 
an air of triumph, that the Athanafians do 
not pretend to ſay the doctrine they contend for is 
found in the bible, but only that ſuch and ſuch , 
premiſes drawn from TITLES and ATTRI- i; 33 
BUTES infer it:“ as tho” there was no kind | 
of evidence ariſing from the peculiar titles 
and attributes of Jebowab being aſcribed to 
CurisT, to prove his Deity ?“ A ſpeci- 
Can it be more abſurd to deny humanity to one 
that has the eſſential qualities and properties of a man, 
than it is to deny divinity to one that has theeſſential 
perfections and diſtioguiſhing properties of Gop ?** 
Calamy on the Trinity, p. 214. 
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men this of the depth ſagacity and inge- 


nuity of this writer, and of that admirable 
performance of his, which is ſo much 
boaſted of and triumph'd in, and has been 
proudly declat'd to be unanſwerable — 
The only reaſon however that I decline en- 
tering upon a particular conſideration of 
all thoſe paſſages I have referr'd to, is 
becauſe it would rather be tedious, and 
there are a few plain ſcriptures out of the 
many that might be produc'd, which I ap- 


prehend are alone ſufficient for the purpoſe. 


And the firſt that I would mention is 
Jaiab ix. 6.“ Unto us a child is born, unto 
us a fon is given—and his name ſhall be called, 
wonderful „ counſellor, the mighty GOD, the 
everlaſting Father, the prince of peace. Our 
antagoniſt indeed tells us, no doubt from 
his profound ſkill in the languages, it ſhould! 
have been tranſlated 4 mighty Go p, the 


T. A. . r. E. O. A. O. is S.., to take no- 


tice, that in this paſſage we have an account of one 


of the “ curiofities,”” which the prophet Iſaiab was not 
only weak enough to believe but to publiſh, 


1 50 
father of "the age 10-coms, ' But even then, 
whether the appellation mighty Gon, can be 
given to a creature, (and a creature CHS 
muſt be unleſs he is one with the Father) 
I willingly ſubmit to the determination of 
every plain unprgudic'd Chriſtian. 


The next paſſage I would mention, be. 
cauſe I am told by this author that which I 
have already mention'd is the only one in 
the old teſtament likely to miſlead Chriſtians 
as to this matter, ſhall be Zechariah xiii. 7. 
« Awake O frword againſt my ſhepherd, and 
againſt the man that is my fellow ſaith the 
Lok p of hoſts.” The man, and in that ſenſe 
ſurely inferior, and yet my fellow or equal 
with reſpect to his divine nature. Of whom 
can the prophet ſpeak this but of CarrsmT ? 
And if this be ſpoken of bim, is he not 
truly and properly Gov as well as mas? 


J would next refer you to Mattheww i. 23. 
Behold a virgin ſhall be with child, and ſpall 


This is one of the evangeliſt Matthew's , eu- 
rioſities,”” I 


e 

bring forth a fon, and they ſpall call hir name 
Emmanuel, which being interpreted is, Gon 
avith us.” Can any words be more expreſſive 

of his divine as well as han nature 2 

T 

You may further turn to our FENG s dif- 
courſe concerning himſelf with the Phari- 
ſees, Matthew xxii. 42. and following ver- 
ſes. What think ye (ſays our Lord to the 
Phariſees) of CHRIST. Whoſe fon is he? 
T hey ſay unto him the ſon of David. He faith 
unto them, how then doth David in ſpirit call 
j him Lok Df ſaying, the Loa D ſaid unto my 
Ws. Lok p, fit thou on my right hand, till I make 
| thine enemies thy footftool ? If David then call 
1 him Lok p how is he his fon ?” | 


4 
1 


—— 


| ö To the ſame purpoſe John viii. 58, our 
| | Lon p ſays to the Jews, who wondered at 


what he had before ſaid of himſelf to them, 
| |! * werily verily T /ay unto you before Abraham 
Jt was I am.“ upon which, underſtanding 
1 what he ſaid to be a full aſſertion, as it un- 


* © They are the words which Gop made choice 
of to expreſs his own cterrity and peter, when Moſes: 
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doubtedly was, of- true and proper Deity, 
they took up ſtones to caſt at him; which 
he however miraculouſly avoided. 
inquired after the name of God : heanſwered him, 
Jam that I am. Thus foalt thou ſay to the children of 
Iſrael, I AM hath ſent me unte y. Exod, iii. 14. 
What now could tempt our Saviour to uſe and apply 
this expreſſion to bimſelf? He knew it had never 
been applied to any but Gop, and would. have been in 
the man ſo applying it, in the higheſt degree, com- 
mitting the robbery of making himſelf equa/wvith God: 
beſides, they are a mere ſoleciſm, and according to 
analogy of language expreſs nothing: : no idea belongs 
to them; for a man cannot in his mind carry the 
preſent time back, and make it antecedent to the 
time already paſt z and therefore to ſay, before ſuch a 
thing was, I am, is ſhuMing ideas together, which 
can have no place in the mind or underſtanding, If 
therefore you admit the expreſſion to have any mean- 
ing, you muſt allow the 7 am to belong to CarisT, 
in its proper and peculiar uſe, as ſignifying eternity 
and permanency of duration.“ Sherlock"s Diſcourſes, 
vol. iv. p. 14, 15. I would further obſerve concern- 
ing this paſſage, borrowing the phraſeology of my 
friend George Williams with ſome ſmall alteration, 
«© Theſe are the words of CuRI8 T himſelf ; and one 
word of his, has more weight and force with me, 
than all that has been, or can be ſaid, by all the Ari- 
ans upon the face of the earth. 


I: 


2 

Our Loa p ſpeaking upon the ſame ſab- 
ject, Jobs x. 30. ſays, „ and my Father 
are one.” He had ſaid in the former verſe, 
*« my Father which gave them me, 1. e. my 
ſheep, is greater than all,” and yet adds, 1 
and my Father are one.” And we may ob- 
ſerve in many places, where our Lox p ac- 
knowledges his inferiority to the Father as 
man and mediator, and guards carefully, 
againſt any thing that might lead men to 
look upon him as ſetting himſelf up in e- 
peſſtiom to the Father, he at the ſame time 
makes full claim of unity and equality with 
him ; thereby ſhowing the conſiſtency be- 
tween the one and the other. The Fews 
were however ſo enraged at his declaring 
that he and his Father were one, that they 
took up ſtones to ſtone him, urging this as 
the reaſon. of it, . becauſe he being a man 
had mai himſelf Gov.” Our Lox p, in order 
more fully to declare himſelf upon ſo im- 
portant a point, ſays to them,. — it it not 
written, I ſaid ye are Goss,“ referring to 
magiſtrates, who are in a figurative ſenſe 
ſtyled ſo on account of their office ; © and 
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do you charge me with blaſphemy whom the Fa- 
ther hath ſanttified and ſent into the world, be» 
cauſe I ſaid 1 am the Jon of Gop ?” thereby 
ſetting before them the unreaſonableneſs of 
their conduct in every view. But then, 

leſt they ſhould from hence conclude he 
withdrew. his claim of unity and equality with 
his Father, and called himſelf Gop: only in 
the ſame ſenſe in which Magift are 
called ſo, what follows is very remarkable. 
« If I do not the works of my Father believe me 
not, but if I do, the? ye believe not me, yet be- 
lieve the works, that ye may know and belieus” 
—what ? that I am next to my Father, an 
inferior Gop, a God by office ?—no ;. but 
„ that I am in the Father, ana'the Father in 
| me.” Upon which the Fews, who heard 
him patiently till he clos'd with this decla- 
ration, which they were at no loſs to-under- 
ſtand, ſought again to take him. And in- 
deed if this be not a full aſſertion of his unity 
and equality with the FaTH ERy, words Can- 
not poſſibly expreſs any ſuch thing.“ 

Can it be thought our bleſſed: Lox p upon ſuch an 
occaſion as this, when he had been already charg'd 


1 
I would in the next place ſet before you 
that paſſage in Phil. 2 vi. and following 


with making himſelf equal with Gop, would have 
expreſs'd himſelf in ſuch obnoxious terms as theſe, if 
he had not defign'd to maintain that he really was 
equal with the Father as to his divine nature and eſ- 
ſence ? Would he not rather upon ſuch an important 
point have expreſſed himſelf in the plaineſt language, 
and declar'd in ſo many words that he was only a man, 
or at moſt a creature? But inſtead of this, he” con- 
cludes his diſcourſe with declaring, © I am inthe Fa- 
ther, and the Father in me.“ which it was impoſſible 
for the Phariſees to underſtand as referring to a ſym- 


bolical or figurative and not to a real union of nature 
and eſſence, ſince it was manifeſtly the deſign of our 


Saviour in this diſcourſe, to declare who and what he 
was, However therefore the ſpiritual - union of 
Cnaisr and the believer, may reſemble the union 
here claim'd by CRI IST with his Father, in the ſame 
ſenſe in which good men are ſaid to be lite Gop ; yet 
it is evident much more than ſuch a union as this, is 
bere intended. Otherwiſe any good man might have 
ſaid of himſelf what CHRIST in this paſſage ſays of 
himſelf : the Phariſees with whom our Los D wasdiſ- 
courſing, we muſt alſo ſuppoſe to be meer ideots ſo 
grofely to miſunderſtand what was ſaid to them; eſ- 
pecially after the hint our Lox» gave them that even 
magiſtrates were in a figurative ſenſe ſtiled Gads : or 
we muſt ſuppoſe, which is not only abſurd but ſhock- 
ing, that our bleſſed Log p expreſs'd himſelf as he did, 
en purpoſe to deceive the Phariſees, and to make them 
imagine he was, what really he was not, 
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verſes. le being in the form of Gov, thought 
it not robbery to be equal with God : but made 
Bimſelf of no reputation, and took upon him the 
form of a ſervant, and wwas made in the likeneſs 
of men, &c.” Which is mentioned as an in- 
ſtance of our Saviour's vaſt humility and 
condeſcenſion. Now I would juſt obſerve 
upon this paſſage, we are as expreſsly told 
he was in the form of God, as that he after- 
wards took upon him the form of a ſervant and 
was made in the likeneſs of men: and there- 
fore if his taking upon him the form of a /er- 
vant, &c. expreſſes as it undoubtedly does, 
his becoming man, then his having been in 
the form of Gov, muſt be alſo expreſſive of 
his true and proper Deity. And further, if 
he thought it not robbery to be equal with' 
Gov, then ſurely he was one in nature and 
| eſſence with Gop his Father. Or if we ren- 
der the paſſage, . he aua not fond or tenacious 
of appearing as Gos, “ yet ſtill it ſuppoſes 
that he <vas truly Gop ; otherwiſe the apoſ- 


„Which way ſoever of theſe two Jeu. Biſhop 
| Sherlock ) the text be underſtood, the T9 eva ion O 


will be found to belong to Jesus CusIsT. If be g 
thought? it no robbery to aſſume this equality with Gos, 
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tle could never have mentioned it as an in- 
ſtance of his Aumility, that tho' he was ia the 


(whatever is meant by it) undoubtedly he war equal, 
Or if it was the effe&t of his humility, that he did not 
Boll or infift upon his equality with Oos, then certainly 
| he had ſuch an equality; for where is the humility of 
not infiſting on, or not retaining an equality, which 
never did, or could belong to him ?'”* But after all, 
it is-maiataincd by many good critics that 8x a 
ub yore is literally render'd, be did not offeem it a 
robbery. And tho' in ſapport of the other rendering 
A paſſage or two are produc'd out of Heliodorus, wherein 
&pTYy0. Toy and apraypea nyara; occur; yet 
it ĩs obſerv d that the firſt of theſe phraſes is nothing 
to the purpoſe, and the laſt does not fully come up to 
the point: for there is a differente between aprayud; 
and apraypa, the firſt fignifying the act of robbery, 
and the latter the prey taken. It is however not 
worth - contending about, fince the apoſtle Paul evi- 
dently ſuppoſes in his argument, that the vd eva 
ioa Ow belonged to Cux 187 before his humiliation, 
when he was in the form of Gop, The whole paſ- 
ſage, as Dr. Sherlock bas amply demonftrated, evi- 
dently implies the following things, © Thatit was 
bumility in CAI r to becom: man: and after he was 
man, it was humility to die; ſince he was ſuperior to 
the neceſſity of human nature, and ſubject to death 
only becauſe he cboſe to die. If you conſider what the = | 
apoſtle ſays in this view, his diſcourſe ig juſt, the ex- 
ample full; but without this. ſopport, you will hardly 
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form of Go, he did not inſiſt upon conti- 


nuing in poſſeſſion of all the glories whick ». 


belonged to him as ſuch, but emptied him- 
ſelf, &c. And though his ſufferings are men- 
tioned afterwards as the ground of his ex- 
altation, yet the glory which he hereby ac- 
quir'd, was not and could, not be any addi- 
tional glory as to his ature, but only a glory 


that was connected with the office of media- | 
tor, which he deign'd to undertake. Aud 


there is no more inconſiſtency in this, than 


there is in ſuppoſing that though he was i 


the form of Gop he took the form of a ſervant 
and became may in order that he might be a 
mediator, For his exaltation in conſequence 
of his humiliation and in his humble 2 affum'd 
nature and office, is no more inconfifient with 


find either bis argument, or the humility of CHI 1 
Jzsvs. ** I would further obſerve upon this paſſage, 
it is aid he took upon him the form of a « ſervant : 
now if he was a mere creature, in what form could he 
be but that of a ſervant before his incarnation as well 
as after it? Are not all the creatuteg of Gos tho' of 
the higheſt order bis ſervants ? And yet if Cyn18T was 
a ſervant before his incarnation, how could it be ſaid 
that he then TOOK vpon him the form of a SER- 
VaNÞ ? 
R 


— 
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bir Dag, than his humiliation itſelf; and his 
Jumiliation cannot poſſibly. be inconſiſtent 
with his Deity, ſince it is becauſe he was 
God, that it became an act of humiliation in 
him to become man. 


| 9 

1 go on to ec that in Colaſtaus ii. 9. 
we are expreſsly told, in him i. e. CHRIST, 
 aewelleth all the fullneſs of the Godhead bodily.” 

Now, let the adverſaries of Car1sT's glo- 
ry try, whether they can poſſibly find out 
words, that can more fully expreſs the eſ- 
ſential perfection, and higheſt dignity, of 
the divine nature, than theſe do. It is ſaid, 
you ſee, that in him, that is in his perſon, 
dwwelleth, that is reſides and perpetually con- 
tinues, the Godhead; not the nature of God 
only, not communicated power and honour 
only, but the very Godhead. And leſt this 
ſhould not be ſufficient, it is not in meaſure, 
but zhe fullneſs of the Godhead : yea, to leave 
his divinity, in the propereſt and higheſt 
ſenſe, without any diſpute, all the fullneſs of 
- * See the ſermon before referr'd to by the late Doc- 


tor Stennett, entitled, The chriſtian Ari ife for the pos of 
tbe goſpel, p- 23, and 24. 


(639090 
the Godhead : that rich abundance of incom- 
prehenſible perfections, of which the divine 
nature is full, all reſides in him: and then, 
left any ſhould obje& his humanity to this, 
it is added, that this infinite fullngſ of the 
Godhead dwells in him bodily.” 5 


The apoſtle Paul further declares, 1 Tim. 
iii. 16. Without controverſy great is the my/- 
tery of godlineſs : G O D w manifeft in the 
lab, juftifed in the ſpirit, ſeen of angels, preach- 
ed unto the gentiles, believed on in the world, 
received up into glory. A declaration, which 
one would think it impoſſible to pervert or to 
gainſay.® 


1 in Heb. 1. 3. the Loa p jesus 
CHz1sT 1s repreſented, . as the brightneſs of 
his. father's glory, and the EXPRESS-IMAGE 


of his perſon; and as upholding all things by 


® The debate about the various reading of this text, 
I take no notice of, becauſe Dr, Clarke himſelf owns 
(ſee {cripture doctrine of, the Trinity No. 534.) it is 
of no great importance and that the ſenſe of the text 
is evidently this, that that perſon was manifeſt in the 
Haß, tobom the apeſtle Fokn in * beginning of bis gee 
fy e GOD. 
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THE WORD of his power.” In ver. 6. it is 
faid, r all the angels of Go worſhip him.” 
In ver. 8. the Fa rn is repreſented as ſay- 
ing to the Son, % throne O God is for ever 
and ever, a ſeeptre bf righteouſneſs is the ſeeptre 
of thy kingdom. We grant there are many 
things ſaid by this writer to the Hebrews, ex- 
preſſive of Cyr15T's inferiority alſo, in refe- 
rence to his humanity and. mediatorial cha- 
rater. But the queſtion is, whether it be 

poſſible to reconcile what is ſaid of the re- 
deemer in different views, by any other me- 
thod than that which has been _— pro- 

. pos'd? 


I paſs over the celebrated paſſage, 1 Joby 
r. 7. © there are three that bear record in hea- 
ven the FATHER, the WORD, and the HOLY 
Gnos r, and theſe three are one; becauſe the 
authenticity of it hath been greatly contro- 
verted, and the point in diſpute is ſufficiently 
evident without it.“ 


* See a vind ication of this teat from being ati $ 
| and an explication of it, upon the ſuppoſition of its 
:_ being genuine 3 in four ſermons by Doctor e 
3 printed in the year L722. 


ra. 
& > * 


— — n — — 
h — C6. 


——— f . = 
2 — Sms ae — 


* 
— ——— 


w_ 
„ 


— —— 
— 


4144) 

I paſs over likewiſe a multitude of other 
paſſages, ſuch as thoſe which ſpeak of the 
Loa p Jssus CHRIST as the * only begotten 
Jon of Gop,”* and others of a like nature; 
becauſe I am not willing to be tedious upon 
meer controverſy, and would reſt the merits 
of the cauſe, upon thoſe ſcriptures, which 
appear to be ſo plain and obvious as to their 
meaning, that it is next to impoſſible I had 
almoſt ſaid, for any honeſt impartial enquirer 
who is free from prejudice, not to underſtand 
them. | | | 


I ſhall only therefore add to thoſe ſcriptures 
already produc'd, the two following : which 
are alone ſufficient to determine the truth we 
are conſidering. The firſt is that we have in 


The reader that would ſee theſe paſſages illuftrated, 
may conſult a judicious tract, entitled, The doctrine of 
the Trinity flated and vindicated, by Doctor Gill, This 
performance I would particularly recommend to the 
Rev. T. A. O. T. C. O. A. D. who in bis oration at 
the anniverſary of the birth of Car1sT, has told the 
public that the phraſe only begotten Son of God, means 
no more than to expreſs the peculiar love of Gop to 
Cunisr, which is like that of a parent to an only 
fon, If he reads the work I refer him to, he will kn 
better, | 1 5 


| ( 42) . | 
the 1// of Jabn and the 1 werſe. 4 Tn the 
beginning war the won p, and the won D was 
with Gob, and the word was GOD.” In 
the 14th werſe it is added, and the word 
vas made fleſh and dwelt among us.” From 
whence it is evident, by the wos p we are to 
underſtand Cna1sT, and his being ſtyled 
Gov, muſt be underſtood as referring to that 
original nature he poſſeſs'd previous to his in- 
carnation, and not to any office ſuſtain'd by 
him after and in conſequence of his incarnation 
and obedience unto death. X 


The ſecond and laſt paſſage, is one from 
the ſame author, and of which my text is a 
part; 1 John v. 20. And cue know that the 
Son of GoD is come, and hath given us an un- 
derſtanding that cue may know him that is true: 
and wwe are in him that is true, even in his Son 
Jzsus CaxrIsT.” But is being in his Son 
Jesvs CnrsT, the ſame as being in him 
that is true? Yes ſays the apoſtle ; for zhis, or 
be (ero;) as it is literally rendered, i, the | 
true GoD and eternal life. Now that this refers 
to Jesus Cur1sT, the immediate antecedent, 
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is moſt certain; unleſs we ſuppoſe the apoſtle: 
ſpoke mere nonſenſe and contradicted him- 
ſelf. For if it does not refer to Iss CHRIS , 
we ſuppoſe the apoſtle to ſay, that being in 
Car1sT is the ſame as being in him that is 
true, which yet is not the caſe. And we ſup- 
poſe him to ſay, if the latter part of the verſe 
does not refer to Cyr 13T, he that is true is 
true. Beſides, is not che epithet erernal life, 
peculiarly characteriſtical of Cx IS ? and 
it is ſaid of the /ame perſon, ** he is the true 
Gov and eternal life.” Indeed, unleſs bigotry 
be indulg'd without controul, I think it muſt 
be acknowledged that- the apoſtle's declara- 
tion, he is the true God, does refer to the Loxp 
Iss us CarzsT, who as we have ſeen, has the 
moſt undoubted right to that high title.“ 


And now Chriſtians I leave you to judge, 
with what truth as well as modeſty, that un- 
happy man who has lately darted his little 
ſting at the Divinity of the Saviour, makes 
the following declaration. I have conſidered 


. ® See this text vindicated from every exception, by 
Dr, Whitby in loc. 


r 
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N 
chis church doctrine for above twenty years as 
well as I am able; I have read the moſt diſ- 
tinguiſhed defenders of it: believe me they 
have not one text of ſcripture ; not an argu- 
ment but has been overthrown, not an objec- 
tion but has been anſwered over = over 

| _ THEFT cauſe f is gone for ever.” 


<Aanwardo..ix 


I cheerfully appeal alſo to you, after what 
has been ſaid, as to the propriety and modeſty of 
the following challenge from the ſame intre- 


„Was this empty declamation to paſs for reaſon- 

ing, how eaſily might it be retorted ? For what Atha- 
naſian is there who may not in his turn ſay, even fince - 
the publication of the wonderful Attempt, &c, that 
the Arians have not really one text of ſcripture, not an 
argument but has been overthrown, not an objection 
but has been anſwered over and over again; and that 
their cauſe is gone for ever? And when we are told 
there are 1251 texts of ſcripture that ſupport the arian 
doctrine, is not this alſo begging the queſtion rather 
than proving it? Tis eaſy to heap up texts of ſcrip- 
ture—but tis more than poſſible theſe very ſcriptures may 
prove juſt the reverſe of what they are ſuppos d to 
prove. As is the caſe, in my opinion, in a muſt re- 
markable manner, with reſpect to the 1251 texts res 
ferr'd to, And how any ſober chriſtian can imagine 
theſe texts ſupport cy th is to me aſtoniſhing, 
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pid writer. challenge, ſays he, all che 
Athanaſſians upon the face of the earth, learn 
ed and unlearned, to produce one plain text 
of ſcripture, to prove that the Farmzs' 
Son and Holy Gnosr are the one Gov, 
or to be worſhipped as the one Gov of 
Chriſtians.“ 1 fatter myſelf this has been 
made to appear already, from a great many 
exceeding plain texts of ſcripture, with reſpect 
to the FaTaeR and Son, and in the next 
diſcourſe I hope to make it appear with 
reſpet to the HoLy GHOST. But if by 
producing one plain text of ſcripture to prove 
this point, be meant producing one plain text 
of ſcripture in which it is ſaid in fo many 
words, the FAT HER Son and Hor GrosT 
are the one Gop, and to be worſhipped as 
the one Gop of Chriſtians: then I would 
only make this reply. And I challenge all 
the Arians upon the face of the earth, to 
produce one plain text of ſcripture wherein 
it is ſaid, „the Fa THEN only is the ſu- 
preme Gon, the Sox an inferior Gop, and 
the Hol y Gnosr no Gov at all.“ 
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I might make divers other obſervations 
upon. this writer, but as every thing mate- 
rial in his performance, relative to the Deity 
of CarrisT, hath been already taken no- 
tice of, I refrain. And I would hope, more 
powerful attempts to ſhake your faith than 
that which hath been made by {his man, will 
not hinder you from rejoicing in the Saviour 
as Gop over all bleſſed for ever, and as 
your Lord, and your GOD). 


SERMON II. 


40 TS V. as 
—' THOU HAST NOT LIED UN=- 
To MEN, BUT UNTo GoD. 


T TAVING already conſider'd the De- 
| ity of CarisT,. what I now pro- 
poſe to illuſtrate, is the Deity of the Holy 
Spirit; the third Perſon in the Godhead : 
and that it is a fit and proper time to ſpeak 
upon this ſubject, cannot I think be quef- 
tioned by any of the conſiſtent friends of 
truth, who are at all acquainted with the 
ſtate of things in the chriſtian world in ge- 
neral, and in theſe parts of it in particular. 
It ought not therefore, and with juſtice -I 
am ſure it cannot be aſcribed to any other 
L 2 
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cauſe, than an ardent deſire of lifting up 
the goſpel ſtandard in oppoſition to the 
enemy coming in upon us like a flood, that 
a vindication of chis very important but 
miſerably abus'd article of the chriſtian 
faith, is now attempted. My view is not to 
gain a name, or make an oſtentatious diſ- 
play of orthodoxy zeal or any imaginary ta- 
lente; much leſs to inflame the minds of 
Chriſtians with anger and rege againſt one 
It another : but to maintain a good conſeience ; 
4 i which is as much the concern of thoſe who 
; fi have the ſmalleſt, as of thoſe who have the 
? 5 greateſt and moſt conſiderable gifts beſtowed 
1 upon them. 


That the ſubje& is of great importancr, 
muſt ſurely be allowed by all. For if there 
be zo ſuch perſon as the Holy Ghoſt, or if that 
perſau who is diſtinguiſhed by this appella- 
tion, inftead of being one with Gop be ozly 
a creature and 10 Gop at all” ashath been 
affirmed ; then the greateſt part of the 
chriſtian church, in former ages as well as 
the preſent, hath been guilty of the moſt 
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flagrant idolatry ; giving that glory to a 
creature or to a mere influence, which is due 
only to the Creator. But if on the other 
hand, the Hor v GnosT be truly and pro- 
perly Gop as being one with the Fa THEN 
and Sow in nature and eſſence; then all 
thoſe who deny his exiſtence or his Deity 
aud make him a meer creature or inflaence, 
do in effect (to uſe the apoſtle Peter's words 
to Ananias in the text) * lie not unto men, 
but unto Gov,” This point therefore can- 
not juſtly be denominated an empty ſpecu- 
lation, for it reſpects a fundamental part of 
religion, the object of worſhip. . 


Let us therefore with all that ſeriouſneſs 
and impartiality which the importance of 
the ſubject demands, examine into the evi- 
dence we have of the true and proper Deity 
of the Hol Y SPIRIT. And as he is con- 
feſs'd to be the Spirit of truth, may he lead 
us into the truth without diſguiſe, concern- 
ing this intereſting matter ! | 


$8) -: 4 
But before we enter upon the conſidera- 

a of the poſitive evidence we have upon 
this point, it is neceſſary, to prevent all 
miſtakes, . juſt to hint at thoſe preliminary 
obſervations, which were more largely il- 
'luftrated in the preceding diſcourſe upon 
the true and proper * of the Loan D 
JIssus CHRIST. | rb 


Such as, that we do not deny the ſupremacy _ 
of the Father, as tho' any other Deity was 
abowe him, or with reſpe& to nature and 
_ eſſence di/tin# from him; but worſhip the 
Son and Spirit as being one with him. 


Conſequently, that we are alſo far from 
oppoſing the divine unity, making more 
Gods than one ; which 1s however done by 
many who deny the Deity of the Son and Spi- 
rit, becauſe they allow the Son at leaſt to be 
an inferior Gon, which is poſitively making 
more Gods than one, and directly oppoſite 
to every conſiſtent idea of the divine unity. 
Eſpecially when it is remembered, that the 
Heathens themſelves generally believed there 
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was only one /upreme Numen or Deity, th&” 
they imagin'd there were many inferior and 
Jubardinate ones; and yet in oppoſition parti- 

cularly to their notion of ſuperior and inferior 
Deities, the Jews of old and Chriſtians af- 
terwards were expreſsly taught that unto 
them there was but ons God, So that we 
muſt believe the Sow and Sy1R1T have 20 
claim to Deity at all, or elſe that they are eſ- 
ſentially one with the Fa THEA ; unleſs we 
are determined in oppoſition to a multitude 
of moſt plain ſcriptures, to revive the old 
pagan hypotheſis of ſupreme and ſubordi- 
nate Deities, All thoſe paſſages of ſcripture 
therefore which declare the divine unity, are 
ſo far from oppoſing the Deity of the Sow 

and SP1R1T, that they tend greatly to con- 
firm it, unleſs we ſuppoſe one part of ſcrip- 

ture quite contradictory to another. 


We may further obſerve, as we did when 
treating of the Deity of the Sox, (and upon 
ſuch ſubjects as theſe we cannot be too 
plain and explicit) that we do not believe 
the three divine perſons to be three and 
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yet but one, in the very ſame /enſe, which 
would be a contradi&ion indeed: and tho” 
we pretend not exa&lyto know in cf ſenſe 
they are one, yet we are no more chargeable 
with believing we/ know not what, than 
thoſe are who believe there is a Gop, or 
that there is in man a Anion of ſoul and Body. 
For how theſe things can be, we cannot form 
the leaſt idea, tho" it is next to impoſſible | 
but that we ſhould believe they are. | 


It ought alſo to be remark'd in all diſ- 
courſes of this nature, that we do not diſpute 
about the ſuperiority or inferiority of office 
ſuſtain'd and executed by the three divine 
perſons in the Godhead ; but only whether 
the holy ſcripture if conſiſtent with itſelf, 
doth not teach us, that theſe three divine 
perſons, known and diſtinguiſhed by the ap- 
pellations of Far ER Son and Hol x 
Gnos r, whatever diſtinct characters they 
ſuſtain in the oeconomy of man's redemp- 
tion, yet as to nature and ęſſence are incon- 
ceivably en:. Accordingly that conciſe proof 
that the HoLy Ghost 1s no Gop at all, 
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betanſe repreſented as /ent by the Father 
and the Son, is no more a proof of that 
ſhocking aſſertion, than it would be, be- 
cauſe the preſent King /ent one of the court 
upon any particular embaſly, therefore the 
perſon ent we are ſure could not be of the 
ſame nature and in that reſpe& equal with 
the King who ſent him. I don't mean this 
as a parallel, any further than to ſhow the 
extreme abſurdity of ſuch ſuperficial reaſon- 
ing, however it may have been admir'd and 
extolPd. Befides, if the Holy Spirit in his 
office character as the comforter, was not 
repreſented as ſent by the Father and the 
Son, would not this manifeſtly break the 
profeſs'd harmony which ſubſiſts betwixt the 
three divine perſons ? Would it not lead us 
to think the Father and the Son had nothing 
to do in the conveyance or application of 
ſpiritual bleſſings to the children of men; 
inſtead of their flowing from the love of the 
FATHER, thro” the merits and mediation of 
the Sox, and by the immediate agency of 
the HoLy Se1r1T ? Whereas the Holy Spi- 


rit being ent by the Father and the Son, ma- 
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of the ſacred three, and that they are not 


in deſign and intention, any more than in 


nature and eſſence, ſeparate and diſtinQ, 
but united. But to argue becauſe of a diſ- 
tinction and ſubordination of office, ..there 
muſt be alſo a diſtinction and ſubordination 
of nature, is juſt the ſame, as we have al- 
ready hinted, as tho' we ſhould ſay, that two 
perſons, the one ſuſtaining a ſuperior and | 
the other an inferior office, tho' it were by 
mutual agreement, could not be poſſeſs d of 
one and the ſame common, that is to ſay, 
human nature. I am the more particular and 
explicit upon this point, becauſe in my opi- 
nion, the oppoſers of the doctrine pleaded 
for, have never paid ſufficient regard to it, 
and if duly attended to, it wilt be found to 
obviate the moſt plauſible objections againſt 
it, which they have ever den able to pro- 
duce. 


I would juſt ſay further, as was hinted alſo 
in the diſcourſe upon the Deity of Cnais r, 
it 15 not Athanaſius or his creed either, I de- 


(* 
fire to vindicate, but the ſcripture doctrine 
of the Trinity, and now- particularly the 
Deity of the Hor v Gnosr. Which doc- 
trine does by no means depend upon the 
character of Aubanaſus, whether it be good. 
or bad, nor is it connected with the damna- 
tory clauſes contained in the creed which. 
goes under his name. So that we look up- 
on the conduct of our brethren, in calling 
all who eſpouſe the common received doc- 
trine of the Trinity, by the general name of 
Athanafians, as a low artifice, to throw an 
odium apon all who venture to declare, for 
this ſcriptural and important but at prefent 
unfaſhionable doctrine. Pe 


Let us now then directly enter upon the 
point in hand; and ſee whether the Hor v 
GnrosrT be no Goy at all, or whether he be 
not with the Fa TRHER and the Son, Gop 
over all bleſſed for ever ? 


And here we have to do with two diffe- 
rent parties, the one abſolutely denying the 
2323 of the HoLy Gnosr, and the 
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ether, allowing his perfonality but N 
denying his N 


As to the firſt of theſe, * a 


ſenality of the Holy Spirit, making him to be 


only a name a character or thing perſoniſied, 
in compliance with the cuſtom of eaſtern 
writers, who commonly ſpeak of qualities 
and properties under a perſonal character; 
we have to ſay ;—if what is ſaid of the Ho- 
EY SPIRIT in ſcripture, be not fully ex- 
preſſive of his perſonality, it ſeems abſolutely 
impoſſible to ſay any thing, which ſhall ex- 
preſs the perſonality of any agent whatever. 
Fon my own part, I ever have and believe 
ever ſhall look upon the preſcribed form of 
baptiſm, as an undeniable proof of the per- 
/onality, and as I ſhall hereafter endeavour 
to ſhew, of the Divinity alſo of the Hol v 
GuosT. They who deny the perſonality of 
the Spirit, commonly ſay the Spirit is only 
expreſſive of the power or energy of the 
FaTHER. And upon this hypotheſis, let us 
ſee what ſenſe we can make of the preſcribed 
form of baptiſm. . Go, ſays our ſaviour to 
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his diſciples, teach all nations, baptizing them 
in the name of the FATHER and of the Son,” 
and (according to this opinion) of the power 
of the FaTuer! In the name of the Fa- 
ther, and in the name of the power of the 
Father ! Let common ſenſe determine, whe- 
ther ſuch an abſurdity as this, could ever 
have dropp'd from the mouth of Jzsvs, who 
ſpake, his very enemies being _ 
never man ſpake ? | 


In like manner, what can more clearly 
evince the perſonality of the Spirit, than the 
form of the apoſtolical benediction? “ The 
grace of our Lox D Jasus CHRIST, the love of 
Gob, and the communion of the Holy Ghoſt, 
be with you all, Amen. The perſonality of 
the Fa THER and the Sox is not diſputed ; 
and is there any more reaſon to call in 
queſtion the perſonality of the Hot v 
GrosT ? Let us ſee however how this be- 
nediction will read, if we ſuppoſe the Holy 
Spirit to be only a power property or gift 
proceeding from the Father. The grace of 
eur Lox D Jesus CnrisT, the love of Gop, 
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and the communion (it muſt then be read) of 
the power of Gop be with you.” As tho” the 
hve of Gon did not include any exertion of 
his power Or energy npon our behalf. Or 
| ſuppoſe we read this benediction, (as I re- 
member to have once heard it read at the 
cloſe of public worſhip) in this manner. 
The grace of our LoD JesUs CHRIST, the 
love of Gop, and the participation of a holy 
and devout temper be with you ! But may we 
not aſk what authority there is for this-in- 
terpretation? May it not alſo. be inſiſted 
upon that by the ſame rule that ID ayio 

is tranſlated holy and devout temper in this 
paſſage, it ſhould be alſo tranſlated in like 
manner in the 'before-mention'd paſſage 
concerning baptiſm ? And yet who does not 
ſee what palpable nonſenſe is hereby made 
of a moſt plain text of ſcripture ? And who, 
that is not by the force of prejudice in- 
volv'd in egyptian darkneſs itſelf, can 
poſſibly imagine our Lox D commanded his 
diſciples to go teach the nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Fa rTHER, and of 
the Sox, and into the name (obſerve 1) of a 
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Holy and dewont temper Oh Sirs | ſee to 
ed ſans of reaſon are reduced, whoſe pride 
leads them to aim at being wiſe above what 
1s written. d 


That the Hol r Gnosr is in many pla- 
ces put for the gifts and powers of the Holy 
Ghoſt, no one pretends to deny. But are 
we thence to argue there is no /uch perſon as 
is diſtinguiſh'd by the appellation Holy 
Ghoſt ? Or does not common ſenſe lead us 
to conelude the very reverſe ? Thus, to uſe 
the words of a modern writer,“ „ we denote 
a collection or volume of writings by the 
name of Plato, than which nothing is more 
common ; but who would have thought of 
doing this, if no ſuch perſon as Plato had 
ever exiſted ; to whom by this appellation 
we impute them ? And for what reaſon can 
we imagine thoſe miraculous powers with 
which the apoſtles and others amongſt the 
firſt proſelytes to chriſtianity were endowed, 


The Rev. Mr. Pelklry in his Oeconomy of the 
Geſpel, B. iii. p. 336. 
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to have been ſignified by the terms Holy 
 Gpirit, if not in reference to the agency of a 
being or perſon ſo denominated in the com- 
munication and beſtowment of them ? 80 
that this kind of phraſeology, far from mi- 
litating againſt the per/onality of the ſpirit, 
does indeed afford no flight or n. 
able ow of it.“ 


Many other invincible arguments mi icht 
be brought, to demonſtrate the real perſo- 
nality of the Spirit, ſuch as thoſe paſſages 
of ſcripture which deſcribe him as * znder- 
Handing, willing, ſending meſſengers, pleading, 
being. grieved, teaching, reminding, teſtifying, 
reproving and the like ; but what has been 
offer'd already upon this head, may ſuffice, 
And as there are many who allow the per/o- 
nality, and yet deny the Deity of the Spirit, it 
may be more profitable to enter upon the 
conſideration of thoſe things which tend 


See 1 Cor, ii. 10, 11. 1 Cor. xii. 11. Tſai. vi. 8. 
compared with At xxviii. 6, As viii. 29. x. 19, 
20, xiii. 1. 4. 1 Tim. iv, 1, Rom. viii. 26. Tſai, Ixiii, 
10. Epb. iv. 30. Jobn xiv, 26, xv. 26,,xvi, 8, with 
divers other ſimilar paſſages, 
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immediately to prove, the Hol r Sy1nrr 6 
truly and properly Gon, or poſſeſſed of one 
nature and efſence with the FaTurz and. 
the Son. We ſhall now therefore take his 
perſonality for granted, and only attend to 


And here, as I deſign only a fingle dif- 
courſe, thinking it beſt to be as conciſe as 
poſſible in controverſy, it cannot be ex- 
peed I ſhould conſider largely, or even 
touch upon a// thoſe paſſages of ſcripture, 
which relate to this great and important 
point. Nor will it I hope be thought ne- 
ceſlary, if a few paſſages only are produced, 
which ſhall appear fully decifive with re- 
ſpect to this matter. * 


1 "We then with obſerving only in the 
general, that the appellation which is Pe 


moſt invariably given to this ſacred perſo 
in the word of God, „ The Hor v 


GrosT,” or the Horr Sriair“ (78 

TIvevpc ayicr) ſeems ſtrongly to imply his 

true and proper Deity. For can we ſuppoſe 
N 


{ 6) 
this appellation would be given to a meer 
creature If fo, by what appellation is it 
poſſible to diſtinguiſh the creator from a crea- 
ture? What is more characteriſtic of De- 
ity, than the appellation, «< The Hol v 
Gnosr,“ the Hol v Srinir ?” Is Gabriel, 
or any of the angelic order thus dignified ? 
They are all holy ſpirits ; but can any oneof 
them be called“ The Hoy SriAir “ 
Or can this appellation be given to any one 
but him who is with the Far HERR and Son 
the one GOD ; called by way of empha- 
fis, the Holy ONE of Ifrael'? This, I muſt 
confeſs hath ever had conſiderable weight 
upon my own mind, with N to this im- 


portant matter. 


But not to reſt the proof of this point 
here, I go on to obſerve, that the Hor v 
GHosT is expreſsly ſtyled G OD in the 
words of my text. In the zd verſe Peter 
ſaith to Aranias, (who at the ſame time he 
profeſſed to lay at the apoſtle's feet all the 
money he had ſold his land for, ſecreted a 
part of it) . avhy hath Satan filled thine heart 


( 63.) 

zo lie unto the Ho GaosT, and to keep back 
a part of the price of the land?” And then 
adds, in the cloſe of the next verſe, © zhou 
haſt not lied unto men, but unto GOD,” If 
theſe words are not to be underſtood of the 
Holy Ghoft, of whom are they to be under- 
ſtood ? And if they are, do they not imply 
that lying unto the Hely Ghoſt and lying 
unto Gop,' are ſynonymous terms and ex- 
preſſive of one and: the ſame thing? And 
can this be true, unleſs' the Holy Spirit be 
truly and properly Gop ?—Indeed this and 
ſome other paſſages of a like nature ſo 
ſtrongly imply the Deity of the Holy Ghoſt, 
that a certain modern writer“ before re- 
ferr'd to, candidly acknowledges that in 
this paſſage, and where the apoſtle Paul ſays, 
ze are not in the fleſh but in the Spirit, if ſo be 
| that the Spirit of Gob. dwell in you,” and in 
divers other ſimilar paſſages, we are evi- 
dently.to underſtand by the Holy Ghoſt, the 
SovyxEION DeiTyY ; tho? at other times, 
by. the ſame expreſſions we are to underſtand 


Ses * s Oeconomy of the Goſpel, B. iii. p. 
340. | 
N 2 
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another perſon and agent, diſtinct from, and 
in the opinion of this writer, inferior to, 
both the Father and the Son. But why we 
are in ſome places to underſtand by the 
Holy Ghoft the Sovezttcon Derry, and in 
fome other places another and inferior agent, 
I know not, unleſs it be, that contrary to 
expreſs ſcripture, we are determined not to 
underſtand any paſſage which evidently im- 
plies the Derry of the Holy Spirit, as refer- 
ring to him; tho? in expreſs words it ſpeaks 
of him, and even by the very appellation, 
which of all others is moſt n appro- 
priated to him, 


That the Hol Ghoft is however in my text 
and in many other places called G OD, is 
granted even by an adverſary as to the point 
contended for. And yet that late cham- 
pion, the author of what is called, © An 
attempt to reſtore the ſupreme worſhip of G OD 
the Father Almighty,” aſks with an air of 
triumph, where is the Holy Gho/t called 
Gop or Lord in ſcripture ? And in another 
part of that wonderful performance, ima- 


| (65 
gining himſelf one would think in the chaie 
of infallibility and ſupreme authority, he 
iſſues out the following mandates. Be 
ſure to omit the athanaſian creed, have no- 
thing to do with that Jamning hereſy. Omit 
alſo two expreſſions in the nicene creed, or 
rather the whole. Omit the third and fourth 
petitions of the litany. The firſt addreſs to 
the Faruzn, and the ſecond to the Sa- 
vIOUR, are both very right; but the third 
to the Hor Y GnosT is wrong; becauſe 
the Holy Ghoſt is a0 where in ſcripture called 
either God or Loxy.” But by this very 
modeſt writer's leave, I will venture to 
affirm that the Holy Ghoft is called God in 
ſcriptare and Lon v too; yea and that what 
is in one place attributed to the Holy Ghof?, 
is in another expreſfsly attributed not only 
to the Lord, but as it is in the original, 
even unto Jexovan. Compare Heb. iii. 7, 
9. with Exod. xvii. 7, In the paſſages re- 
ferr'd to from the epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
the Holy GB is repreſented as ſaying, 
« Herden not your hearts as in—the day 
when your fathers tempted ME, &c. And in 


(66) 


the [paſſage reſerr'd to from the hoo of 


Exedus, the children of Iſrael in the wilder- 
neſs are repreſented as having tempted the 


Loxp (in the original MY?) ſaying is the 


Loa p (JM) amongſt us or not. 


4 


Further, the apoſtle Paul tells us, 1 Cor. 
ii. 10, 11. The Spirit ſearcheth all things, 
yea the deep things of Gov ;” adding, for 
what man knoweth the things of a man, ſave 
the ſpirit - of man which is in him? even ſo, 


| the things of Gob knoweth n nan but the 


Spirit of GOD?” Now in this paſſage, 


doth not the apoſtle aſcribe to the Holy Spi- 


rit, that peculiarly divine attribute amniſci- 
ence ? Nay, doth he not evidently compare 


the union or oneneſs of the Holy Spirit and 


Gop, to the union ſubſiſting betwixt the 
ſoul or ſpirit of man, and his body? 


And, paſſing over all. thoſe paſſages 


wherein omnipre/ence and omnigotence are alſo 


attributed to him, is not eternity expreſsly 


aſcrib'd to him, Heb. ix. 147 % ſays 
To prove this paſſage is read in the beſt MSS, 
and verſions, dig Irivuatoy aiws.ty.thro* the eternal 


_T 
the apoſtle in the preceding verſe, he-bload 
of bulls and of goats and the aſhes of an beifer, 
ſandtifed to the purifying of the ful, how much 
more ſhall the blood of CHRIST, who thro) the 
ETERNAL SPIRIT offered himſelf without ſpot 


to Gop, purge your conſciences from dead 
works ?” Now here, let thoſe who doubt of 


the Deity of the Spirit, pauſe and reflect. 

The eternal Spirit, and yet no God at all! 
is it poſſible ? Is there any thing more pecu- 
liar to Deity than eternity? And can then a 
meer creature be eternal ?—Methinks this 


Spirit, and not as Dr, Clarke would have it, N 


IIa evg wyis, thro' the boly Spirit, I refer the 
reader to Poole's ſynopſis in locum. His words are, 
referring to'Grotius, Riberus, Pareus, and other eminent 
critics for the ſupport of thema TIrevuaTo; I 
habent codices optimi, et multi, imo omnes ; et ita le- 
gunt Hr. ver, et Theod, et Theodor. et, Eras. et Cajet,” 
And in ſupport of the interpretation given of this 
paſſage, as referring to the Ho. y Sy18:T properly ſo 
called and not to the Deity in general or the divine na- 
ture of Cu 181, as ſome have underſtood it, conſult 
Doddrige's expoſition on the place, nate (k) and the 
writers he refers to. The concluſion of this excellent 
expoſitor's note, is in theſe words. * It ſeems.a plain 
teſtimony to the eternity, and conſequently the Deity of 


the Holy Spirit.“ 
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Angle paſſage, if impartidlly attended to, 


would be ſufficient to determine the point 
before us. For we have the three perſons 
diſtinctly mentioned; Cur1sT, the eternal 
Spirit, and Gop, i. e. the Father. Now 
if they are not one in eſſence, and equal in 
power and glory, as the aſſembly's cate- 
chiſm expreſſeth it ; then we muſt ſuppoſe 
there are two Eternali, or that there can be 
and 1s an eternal Gor, and an eternal crea- 
ture who is zo Gop at all. Or elſe, but an 
inferior Gop. For tho* the author before 
referr'd to, had poſitively laid it down as 
what the ſcripture every where declares, that 
the Holy Ghoſt is no Gov at all; yet after- 
wards, as tho' he was aware he could not 
defend what he had aſlerted, he ſays, M be- 
t her the Holy Ghoft be a Gop or not, it no way 
alters the worſpip I contend for.” So that 
there might be according to him, Gods 
many and Lords many, only inferior one to 
another, and all inferior to the FaTazs, 
But if this might be, abſurd as it is to ſup- 
poſe it, yet can there be more cternal Gods 
than one? Or if not, muſt not the Hol v 
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| ( 69) | 
$p1n1T as well as the Sow, be one with the 
divine FaTHer ? And if fo, ſober conſi - 


derate Chriftians will have no ſcruple to, 


join in thoſe prayers which end thus — ( %,; 
liveth and reignethwith thee and the Holy Ghoſt, 
ever one GoD, world without end. Amen.” 
tho* a perſon of much more conſequence 
than the above author, ſhould ſay as he 
does, —** be ſure you never repeat or ſay amen 
to it, becauſe that is giving your conſent to a 
LIE.” A very modeſt decent ſpeech no 
doubt! | | 


I might now mention thoſe paſſages 
wherein divine work; ®* are evidently afcrib'd 
to the Spirit; and thoſe texts in which 
+ miracles, inſpiration, and ſaving operations 
upon the heart of man, are alſo aſcribed to 
the Holy Sfirit, But I rather chuſe to haſten 
to a concluſion, by attending to ſome of 


* Cen. i. 2. Job xxvi. 13. xxxili. 4. Fſalm xxxiii, 
6. civ. 30. &c. &c. : 


＋ Rom. xv. 19. 2 Pet, i, 21. Rom. v. 5. xiv, 17. 


XV. 13. 16. Titus iii. LL &c, &. 


(70) _ 
thoſe yet more important paſſages, wherein 
divine worſhip is evidently given to this holy 
And here, paſſing over many ſcriptures 
which are leſs explicit upon this point, 1 
ſhall confine myſelf to the four following. 


Let me aſk then, whether in 2 Theſ. iii. 
5. the Holy Spirit is not directly prayed to.? 
Aud the Lox p direct your hearts into the 
love of Gop, and into the patient wwatting for 
CarrsT!” The Lord pray'd to, is diſtin- 
guiſh'd moſt expreſsly from Gop the Father, 
and alſo from CHRIST. Whom therefore 
can we underſtand to be mean't by the 
Lon p, but the Hy Spirit? A ſimilar paſ- 
ſage which you may read at your leiſure, 
ycu have in 1 T iii. 12, 13. 


Again, in that ſolemn benediction of the 
apoſtle Paul's 2 Cor. xiii. 14. * The grace 
of the Lord Jesus CHRIST, and the love of 
Gobp, and the commurion of the Holy Ghoſt, be 

a.ith you all. Amen!” is there not an ad- 


Feen 


(71) 
dreſs to the Father Sen and Spirit Y The | 
apoſtle could bleſs only by praying to Go 
for a bleſſing; and if this paſſage be a 
prayer or religious-' addreſs, as it certainly 
is, it is as. much a prayer or religious ad- 
dreſs to the Sy1r1T, as to the FaTHzz and 
the Son. The before: mention'd- author 
may therefore hence collect an anſwer to: his 
impertinent queſtion, ( evkere it the | Holy 
Ghoſt invocated, of 'a fingle petiriun pat up to 
kim? and learn to be leſs confident; than 
he was when he declar'd, there: Was not 
_—_ if, e put N to . * 


— Let us next Waser a little d ed 
able paſſage in Rev. 1. 4. Grace anũ peace 
Be unto you, from him which is and which xcas 
and which is to come, and from the ſeven ſpi- 
rits which are before tis throne, and from 
_ Jesvs CnrisT” and fo on. The only 
queſtion of any conſequence upon this paſ- 
ſage, 1s what are we to underſtand by the- 
4% ſeven Spirits *” Now that they are not 
created Spirits, ſeems I think I may ſay cer- 
tain. For theſe ſeven ſpirits, underſtand 
| O 2 
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W what you will, e 
to 4yvr/oip Gop themſelves, (as that moſt 
excellent divine the judicious and accurate 
Miiſius obſerves) which yet all the elders 
and living creatures are expreſsly ſaid to do: 
but on the contrary theſe :ſeyen ſpirits are 
invocated by Jon; which hotiour belongs 
not to created ſpirits; and Fobn invokes 
them in the /ame manner, and with the /ame 
=vorſhip as he gives to the Father and the 
Son, as the author with the Father and Son 
of grace and peace, without any note of 
diſcrimination.” What then can we un- 


derſtand by the ſever Spirits, unleſs. the Holy 


Spirit of Gop ? who may it is highly proba- 
ble, to ſay no more, be ſtyled the ſewen i- 
rits of Gop, in reference to the plenitude and 
perfedtion of his gifts and graces ? Accord- 
ing to which, in the fifth chapter of this 
book, Car1sT is repreſented “ in the miaſi 

of the throne as a lamb that had been ſlain, 


having ſeven horns and ſeven eyes which are 


the /even ſpirits of Gop.”” Now what ſeven 
ſpirits of Gor was CuRISsT endowed with, 
unleſs be meant thereby the Holy. Spirit, 


(78/1 
with which he was anointed without mea» 


work in human nature? And accordingly 
the learned Dr. Lightfoot upon this place, 
ſays that Jobs terms the Holy Ghoſt the ſeven 
ſpirits according to the Fews common 
ſpeech, who ſpeak much of the ever ſpirits 
of the Meſſiah. I have however only to ob- 
ſerve farther concerning this paſſage ; not- 
withſtanding the affected wit of being told, 
we may as well argue from it in favour of 
an addreſs to the holy and glorious ninity as 
the holy trinity; - that nothing can be 
plainer, than that you muſt either under- 
ſtand this paſſage as referring to the Holy 
Ghoſt, or elſe actually ſuppoſe, that beſides 

®* Tho' I uſe the word Trinity in compliance with 
the common form of ſpeaking, yet 1 would obſerve it 
is not for the word Trinity 1 plead, but for the dec- 
ttine implied in that word. And I would further ob- 
ſerve that tho' Calvin and Luther exprefs'd their dif- 
approbation of the word Trinity, yet it is well known 
they were zealous advocates for the dofrine implied in 
it, I mention this, left any ſhould be miſled by the 
_ quotations from theſe great reformers which appear 


in the Attempt, &c. and imagine they were favourers 


ſure in order to diſcharge his mediatorial 


— 


(74) 8 

the Father and the Son there are ſeven diſ. 
tinct ſpirits to whom religious worſhip is 
juſtly due ; contrary to an expreſs declara- 
tion that we are to worſhip only Gop, and 
to ſerve him alone. 'To me therefore there 
appears no difficulty in applying this paſ- 
ſage to the Holy Spirit, and it certainly con- 
tains a moſt lively proof of his true and 
proper Deity. | % 9449 


The laſt paſſage I would mention, but 
not the leaſt conſiderable, is Matt. xxviii. 
19. Go ye therefore and teach all nations, 
Baptixing them in the x AD the FATHER, 
and of the Sox, and of the HoLy GHOST.“ 
Now is there I would aſk any more ſolemn 
act of worſhip than baptiſm? Is it not an 
expreſs dedication of ourſelves to the ſacred 
three? Is it not an equal dedication of our- 
ſelves to each of the three divine perſons 
mentioned ? And is it not remarkable that 
it ſhould be into the ame and not into the 
names of the Father Son and Holy Ghoſt ? 
Does not this ſeem to imply that the name 
of the one is as the name of the other ? 


. (75), 

— Men may tell us what they pleaſe, of our 
being baptized into the name of the Fa- 
ther.in one ſenſe, and in the name' of the 
Son in another, and in the name of the 
Holy Ghoft in a different ſenſe Mi : but 
what authority have they for it, more than 
their own fancy? And why might we not 
as well be baptized into the name of Ga- 
Briel, Uriel, and all the angels? They are 
ſaid to be miniſtring ſpirits, /ent forth to 
miniſter to the heirs of ſalvation. Nay, 
why are we not baptized into the name 
of the miniſter, by whom we are baptized. ? 
If tauo creatures the Son and Holy Spirit are 
join'd with the creator in one and the ſame 
act of religious worſhip, merely becauſe 
they are employ'd by their creator, in 
ſome peculiar offices relative to man's re- 
demption ; there ſeems to be no reaſon 
why other creatures who are employ'd in a 
femilar tho* ſubordinate manner, as angels 
and miniſters particularly, ſhould not par- 
take in their order, of the ſame high ho- 
nour. But is it not repugnant toour firſt ideas 
of Deity, and the groſſeſt affront that can 


(76). . 
de offer'd to his peerleſe — ma- 
jeſty; to ſuppoſe two creatures, are united 
with their ſupreme Lord and creator, in one 
and me religious rite? And meer crea- 
tures ME Son and Spirit mult be, if they are 
not in nature and efſence ont avith the Fa- 
ther. Or to ſay the leaſt, is not being bap- 
tized equally into the name of the Farber 
Son and Holy Ghoft ; being in one and the 
Same act of worſhip, and by the /ame rite de- 
voted to each of the ſacred three; very 
likely to lead us into the notion, if there 
was nothing more to ſupport it, that theſe 
divine perſons are ſo inconceivably united 
in nature and eſſence as to be the ONE 
GOD ? This is however certain, ſo very 
inconſiſtent did this form of baptiſm appear 
to ſome of the ancient Arians, as a learned 
writer obſerves, that they laid it aſide; and 
baptized their followers into the name of 
the uncreated FATHER, the created Sow, and 
the ſanctifying SPIRIT, created by that cre- 
ated Son. And herein it muſt be confeſs'd 
they were conſiſtent with themſelves, how- 
ever inconſiſtent with the word of God. 


(77) 

The form of baptiſm therefore which 
Canisr has preſcribed, if duly attended 
to, may perhaps ſhey the folly of that queſ- 
tion; Hm came our Saviour not to tell us | 
the three perſons are the one GOD?“ Since it 
1s evident from this as well as a variety of 
other paſſages, that in the moſt plain fomple 
unexceptionable manner he has. 


That the diſtinction of ſupreme and /ubor- 
dinate religious worſhip is abſolutely unſcrip- 
tural, appears moſt plainly from the firſt 
commandment: * Thou ſhalt have 20 
other Gods before me.” Which command 
ſo entirely appropriated all religious wor- 
ſhip to Gov, that a very celebrated arian 
writer found himſelf oblig'd to ſuppoſe, that 
this command is repealed as far as it appro- 
priates all worſhip to Gop. To ſuch ar- 
tifices are our celebrated reaſoners oblig'd 
to have recourſe, to ſupport their unſcrip- 
tural notions. But if the firſt command be 
repealed, may we not aſk when, and by 
whom ? Our bleſſed Lox o did not repeal it, 
nor ever declare that it was repealed. Nay, 

225 - So 


(78) 
when tempted by Satan to fall down and 
worſhip him, he repell'd the temptation by 
urging this command. Get thee hence 
Satan, for it is written, Thou ſhalt worſhip 
the Los d thy God, and him on ſhalt thou 
ſerve.” Which words were an anſwer to a 
temptation, not to pay /upreme worſhip, for 
Satan pretended not to be God, but an in-' 
. worſhip: and yet in oppoſition to this, 
tis ſaid by our Lon D,—and him 6. e. Gop) 
only malt thou ſerve. 


To conclude, let us take heed we do not 
think and ſpeak lightly either of the Sox or 
Holy Spirit; leſt, thro' our preſumption 
raſtneſs and folly, we be found in the end 
fighting againſt Gop. To offend the Holy 

Spirit particularly, in a bold preſumptuous 
raſh manner, will be followed with awful 
conſequences. For whoſoever ſhall in ſych 
a manner even ſpeak a word againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt, whether he be a Gop or not, it 
ſhall not be forgiven him, neither in this 
world nor in that which is to come.” And 
tho” I would be far from pretending to 


(-79)) 
throw the bolts of divine anger, yet I muſt 
own, when I conſider the above-mention'd 
paſſage, I cannot help trembling for him. 
who dares: wantonly to ſay, „The Holy 
Ghoſt is' no Gov at all.” SY 


I might have obſerved, in anſwer to the 
objection that the FaTHER is always nam'd 
firſt, when mention'd with the Son and Spi- 
rit, the Sox next, and the Hol v SpIAIr 
laſt; that the very contrary is true. In the 
apoſtolic benediction the Sox is mention'd 
firſt, in the firſt of Rev. laſt. 


But waving any thing further ; if we at- 
tend to thoſe ſcriptures on the one hand, 
which declare there is but one Gop and ap- 
propriate all religious worſhip to Gop ; 
and on the other hand, to thoſe ſcriptures 
which do either fully imply or expreſs the 
true and proper Deity of the Son and SpIRIT 
as well as of the Fa THEN; what is the 
natural concluſion ? Without entering into 
any metaphyſical ſubtleties, ſurely it 1s 
this. That theſe three divine perſons, tho” 
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claiming therefore diſtin& and peculiar re- 
gards ; yet as to zature and efſence are ſo in- 
conceivably one, as to conſtitute the one GO, 
to whom all honour and glory are due both 
now and for ever. | 

I have only to add, as there is the great- 
eſt reaſon to believe much of the oppoſition 
made to the doctrine I have been pleading 
for, hath been owing to a vain defire of 
being wiſe above what is written, and con- 
ceiving of that which in the very nature of 
it cannot but be inconceivable ; that it would 
be well for us perhaps ſeriouſly to conſider 
the following maxim of a great critic, which 
is in engliſh to this purpoſe.“ To be willing 
to continue ignorant of what our great maſter 
hath thought fit to conceal, is mo inconfiderable 
part of chriſtian harming.” 


